





[Vol. 55.] 101 





Dec. 10, 1910. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 








(FIRST AVENUE HOTEL, 
High Holborn, W.cC. LONDON, 


Very convenient for solicitors and clients visiting 
London. Opposite Chancery-lane, and a few doors 
from ‘‘ Tube’ Station. A most comfortable first- 
class hotel for families and gentlemen. Quiet 
bedrooms. with private bath-rooms adjoining, over- 
looking Gray’s-inn Gardens. Moderate tariff; no 
charge for attendance. Best hotel garage in London. 
Telegrams : ‘‘ Firavtel, London.” 








earn HOTELS, LIMITED. 


” 
THE BRITISH LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 
§ LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 
semen oameun” B:anches throughout the Kingdom), 
SUBSC ‘AL - ,050, PAID-UP CAPITAL .- 5 
‘pastivie. I Me APITAL £150,000 


Sccretary—T. WILLIAMS. General Manajer—DAVID M. 
FIRE, LOSS of PROFITS dune to FIRE, WORKWEN’S COMPENSATION 
EMPLOYERS’ LIA#ILITY, PERSONAL ACCIDENT and SICKNE-8. mie 
BURGLARY, FIDELITY pre alg = and PROPERTY OWNERS’ INDEMNITY 
Gentl in a position to introduce Business are invited t d ies v in 
the United Kindo © undertake Agencies within 
No Foreign Business undertaken. 


LAW REVERSIONARY = INTEREST SOCIETY 


THANET HOUSE, 231-232 STRAND, LONDON, W.C. 
PORITR THE LAW COURTS. 
LINCOLN'S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
Esras.isuep 1853, 

£400,000 


. Debenture Stock ves ib ont _ ..» £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
Forms of Proposal and full informaiion can be obtained at the Society's Offices. 

W. OSCAR NASH, F.1.A., Actuary and Secretary. 


LEGAL4» GENERAL 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 














oP 
REMOVED FROM No. % 
Capital Stock 





ESTABLISHED 1836. 


£6,931,000 
£965,000 
£3,865,000 
£25,715,000 


FUNDS oi io = 
INCOME a bin 
NEW BUSINESS !909 
BUSINESS IN FORCE 


THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance 


is peculiar to this Society and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 


WITHOUT PROFITs, 


WHOLE LIFE. 


| Age Premium | Age | Premium | Age | Premium 


| 20 | £1 78°! 30 | 116% | 40 | £2 10%. 


Rate of Borus at last three Valuations, 21 18s, % perannum | 


£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 


| 


30 yrs. 40 yrs. 


a) 
£1,724 | £2,067 | 


20 yrs. 
Amount of Policy | £1,199 ; £1,438 


Full information on application to 
THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 








The Solicitors’ Journal 


and Weekly Reporter. 
LONDON, DECEMBER 10, 1g10 
*,* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JouRNAL. 
All letters intended for publication must be authenticated by the name 
of the writer. 





Annual Subscription, 26s., by post 28s., half-yearly and quarterly 
in proportion. 


Contents. 


. 101 LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL .......c0000-c000 
OBITUARY ..... 

LEGAL NEWS ......... 

COURT PAPERS ...... 

WINDING-UP NOTICES 

CREDITORS NOTICES .... 
BaNKRUPTOY NOTICES 


CURRENT Topics ... 
RiVERSION DUTY ..... 
REVIEWS erage) coe gremenmess 
CORRESPONDENCE ... eee 0cees One 
PRACTISING ENGLISH LAWYERS ELEC 
TED MEMBERS OF THE NEW PAR. IA- 
Fee 





Cases Reported this Week. 


Bewick, Re, Ryle v. Ryle ............... 

Boehm v? Goodall and Others 

NN We TINIE ici co vn cet oapsxtinbesdelinece 

Pyke, Ke, Davis v. Jeffreys ......... , sinlnmia 
Skailes v. Blue Anchor Line (Lim.) ..............-:..0.0005 
Warner v. Couchman 





Current Topics. 


The Offices of the Supreme Court. 
THE OFFICES of the Supreme Court will be closed on the 
27th of December, which has been proclaimed a Bank 


Holiday. 


Three Divisional Courts. 

A notice that three Divisional Courts will sit on the 
same day in the King’s Bench Division will seem to the seniors 
| of the profession a return to the system which prevailed when 
the courts were at Westminster, and when a good part of the 
work done was in the sittings in banco of the Queen’s Bench, 
Common Pleas and Exchequer. Anyone, however, who 
compares the notices of the business to be transacted in the 
Victorian courts with the business assigned to those sitting in the 
present reign cannot fail to notice one important difference. 
| There was in the old days, in theory at any rate, no limit to the 
quantity of business which might be disposed of by the 
courts. But it is quite common at the present day to see lists 
composed of two or three cases only. Some doubt is expressed 
as to the convenience of suitors under the existing arrangements, 
but it cannot be denied that the want of method in former days 
was ultimately the cause of hurry and delay, and incidentally of 


useless expense. 





| Rights of Counsel at the Old Bailey. 
| WE UNDERSTAND that steps are being taken’ by the Old 
| Bailey Bar Mess to prevent the recurrence of that exclusion of 
the bar from the court during the course of the Crippen trial 
| which excited so much indigriftion among legal practitioners. It 
appears that not orly were the seats rate Ae behind those 
allotted to the bar given up to visitors who had sufficient influ- 
ence to obtain admission, but that even the twelve seats which 
alone are provided for barristers were not available for 
‘them. Members of the bar other than those concerned in the 
case were deprived of their usual places and were compelled 
| to occupy places in the rear of the court directly behind the 
'dock, from which nothing can be seen and next to nothing 
| beard. Solicitors were even more unfortunate, since, unless 
they had special influence, they could not get into court at all. 
| On Wednesday a general meeting of the Old Bailey Bar Mess 
unanimously decided to instruct their committee to consider the 
| best method of preventing such treatment in future. 
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Debenture-holders and Execution Creditors. 

THE DECISION of the Court of Appeal in vans v. Rivel 
Granite Quarries (1910, 2 K. B. 979), heard last May and reported 
in the current Law yw is the most important pronounce- 
ment on the rights of debenture-holders which has been made 
recently. The relative rights of debenture-holders and execution 
creditors have been considered in numerous cases, and hitherto 
it has been apparently correct to say that a debenture, although 
a floating security, gave an equitable charge on the assets of 
the company of such a nature as to prevail over the rights of 
execution creditors. “ After the decision in Re Standard Manu- 
Facturing Co. (1891, 1 Ch. 627),” said Linpuey, L.J., in Re Opera 
(Limited) (1891, 3 Ch., p. 263), “it seems tolerably plain and 
settled that the rights of the holders of debentures must prevail 
even as against the execution creditor, at least before sale” ; 
and see Davy d& Co. v. Williamson & Sons (1898, 2 Q. B. 194). 
And it does not seem to have been contemplated in these cases 
that the debenture-holder was bound to take active steps to enforce 
his security in order to obtain priority over the execution 
creditor, though a different view was expressed by Romer, J., 
in Robson v. Smith (1895, 2 Q. B. 118) as to garnishee orders. 
But in the present case it has been held that the equity of the 
debenture-holders is not an equity fastening upon any particular 
asset of the company, so as to rank before an execution creditor, 
unless the debenture-holder has taken some step to enforce his 
security—that is, he cannot, on ascertaining that the sheriff has 
seized a particular asset, or that an execution creditor has 
obtained a garnishee order, assert priority by simply giving 
notice of bis claim to the asset seized or to the debt garnished. 
He must do something to turn his security from a floating into 
a fixed charge, as by applying for the appointment of a 
receiver or otherwise. It may be that this is only a develop- 
ment of the law laid down in Re Standard Manufacturing Co. 
and Re Opera (Limited) (supra), but it appears to overrule Davy d: 
Co. v. Williamson & Sons (supra), and we hope to consider the 
matter more fully hereafter. 


Procedure by Summons or Action. 

BEFORE THE Judicature Acts litigants were frequently put to 
trouble and expense by the difficulty of deciding whether pro- 
ceedings ought to be taken at common law or in equity. The 
fusion of the two jurisdictions has put an end to that difficulty, 
but something similar may still arise when it is necessary to 
determine whether proceedings ought to be by action or originat- 
ing summons. Priix« facie all proceedings to determine rights 
and liabilities ought to be by action, and when a different form 
of procedure is adopted specific authority must be shewn for 
it in the Rules of Court. This is illustrated by the recent decision 
of Swinren Eapy, J.,in Le Amalgamated Society of Railway Servants 
(1910, 2 Ch. 547). The case related to the trusts of the Parliament- 
ary fund of the society which bad been held tobe illegal in Oshorne v. 
The Society (1910, A. C. 87), and it was brought by originating sum- 
mons to determine how, in the events that had happened, the fund 
should be distributed. Certain members of the society who had 
contributed to the fund were the plaintiffs, and it was sought to 
support the summons under either ord. 55, r. 3, or ord. 544, 
r. 1. But Swinren Eapy, J., held that, since the plaintiffs 
claimed only under a resulting trust arising on failure of the 
trusts declared by the rules of the society, neither of these rules 
of procedure was applicable. Under the former the court may 
determine on originating summogg the rights or interests of any 
person claiming to be cestui que trust under adeed or instrument ; 
under the latter any person claiming to be interested under a 
written instrument may apply by originating summons for the 
determination of any question arising under the instrument, and 
for a declaration of the rights of the persons interested. The 
former rule did not apply because the plaintiffs did not claim 
under the trusts of the instrument—that is, the rules of the 
society—but under the resulting trust arising by reason of their 
illegality ; the latter rule did not apply because no question of 


construction arose. The trust declared by the instrument was 
clear, but it was illegal. Hence the summons failed, though the 
costs of it were reserved until after the action, if an action was 
brought, should have been heard. 
the procedure by summons is a great convenience, 


In simple matters undoubtedly 
In compli- 











cated cases an action brings the points at issue between the 
parties to a more speedy decision. But whichever form igs 
adopted at the outset, it should be possible for the court to 
mould the proceedings in the proper form without having them 
started all over again. In the present case there was no reason, 
save for defective rules of procedure, why the court, having seisin 
of the case, should not have dealt with it. 


Forged Indorsement on Bill of Exchange. 

SecTION 24 of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, contains the 
enactment that “where a signature on a bill is forged,” this 
forged “signature is wholly inoperative.” This enactment is, 
bowever, immediately preceded by the vitally important words 
“subject to the provisions of this Act.” The provision of the 
Act more particularly pointed at by these latter words is section 
60, which also seems to be the only other section in which the 
word “forged” occurs. This section runs: “When a bill pay- 
able to order on demand is drawn on a lanker, and the banker” 
pays it in good faith and in the ordinary course of business, he 
need not shew that the indorsement is genuine, and he is to be 
‘deemed to have paid the bill in due course, although such indorse- 
ment has been forged...” It is only a “banker” who is thus 
protected. A banker is also protected in a similar way where 
the document is a draft drawn by one branch of a bank on 
another branch: see Stamp Act, 1853, s. 19; Capital and 
Counties Bank v. Gordon (1903, A. C. 240). Apart from 
these “inter-bank” drafts, referred to in the last mentioned 
case, there appears to be no reported decision of a banker 
being protected after paying on a forged indorsement, except 
in respect of such “bills payable to order on demand” as 
are more generally known as “cheques.” A recent Australian 
case under section 60 is therefore of some interest. The enact- 
ment under which the case actually arose is an exact transcript 
of section 60 of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, being the section 
60 of the corresponding New South Wales statute: see Smith v. 
Commercial Banking Co. of Sydney (10 State Reports (N.S. W.) 
386). The plaintiff bad, before sailing from London for Sydney, 
purchased of the Bank of Adelaide in London a draft on thé 
defendant bank in Sydney for £30, This draft was in duplicate, 
and both first and second bills of exchange were made payable 
to the plaintifi’s own order and were banded to him. The first 
bill of exchange was retained by the plaintiff in his own posses- 
sion ; the second bill of exchange he posted to Sydney, addressed 
to himself at the post office. On arriving at Sydney and en- 
quiring for the letter, he was unable to obtain it. On presenting 
the first bill of exchange at the defendant bank, he was informed 
that the second bill of exchange had been already paid. The 
effect of the evidence at the trial was that someone else had got 
possession of the letter containing the second bill of exchange and 
forged the plaintiff's name. On this forged indorsement the bank 
had paid the bill of exchange. Judgment was given for the plaintiff 
in the first instance, but this was reversed by the Supreme Court 
on appeal. The defendant bank was held entitled to judgment, 
and the plaintiff's action failed, on the ground that the bank 
bad “in good faith and in the ordinary course of business” 
paid the bill sued on, and they were not concerned to see that 
the indorsement was genuine. 


Action for Words Not Libellous in Their 
Natural Sense. 

THE ARGUMENTS in the recent Irish case of Keogh v. Incorpor- 
ated Dental Hospital of Ireland (1910, 2 K. B. D. 577) resembled 
those in the English case of Cayital and Counties Bank v. Henly 
(L. R. 7 App. Cas. 741), but the plaintiff in the Irish case seems 
to us to have been in a much weaker position than the 
plaintiff in the English court. The facts in the Irish action were 
that the plaintiff, who had for a number of years practised 
dentistry, applied to the defendants to be admitted as a student 
at their hospital. The defendants’ committee passed a resolution 
in the following words : “ Resolved, that Mr. Kroon cannot be 
accepted as a dental student at this hospital ; the committee 
having the right, by their bye-laws, to refuse any student without 
assigning a cause.” A copy of this resolution was sent to tue 
plaintiff in a letter addressed to him. It was opened, and the 
copy resolution read, by the plaintiff's assistant, whose practic 
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it was to open the plaintiff's letters in his absence. The plain- 
tiff brought an action for libel. No extrinsic evidence was given 
to shew thst the words had a libellous tendency or that the 
defendants knew of the practice as to the plaintiff's assistant 
opening his letters. The court held that the words were not 

se libellous, and that a verdict was properly directed for 
the defendants. They held a'so that there was no sufficient 
evidence of a publication for which the defendants could be made 
responsible, and with this matter it is unnecessary to deal. In 
Capital and Counties Bank v. Henty (supra) it will be remembered 
that a landlord sent to his tenants a notice in the following 
terms: “Messrs. Henty & Sons hereby give notice that they 
will not receive in payment any cheques drawn on any of the 
branches of the Capital and Counties Bank.” The House of 
Lords held that in their natural meaning the words were not 
libellous, and that the onus lay on the plaintiffs to shew that 
they conveyed some secondary libellous meaning, which they had 
failed todo. Lord PENZANCE differed from the other Peers who 
took part in the decision, holding that the publication was 
reasonably capable of a libellous construction, the question being, 
not what a court of law might understand by it, but what 
inferences the class of people to whom it was addressed would 
draw from the language used by the defendants, and that this 
uestion ought to have been submitted to the jury. But the 
Eee of the House has not been disturbed. The test 
propounded by Lord Watson—would an inference injurious to 
the credit of the bank have necessarily tuggested itself to the 
mind of any person of average intelligence on reading the 
circular?—has been approved. This test was fatal to the 
construction relied upon by the plaintiff in the recent case, for, 
admitting that a conclusion might reasonably be drawn from the 
wording of the resolution that the applicant bad been rejected 
as a student for a cause personal to himself, there were many 
innocent inferences besides the injurious one which might reason- 
ably present themselves. There can really be no doubt that the 
case was properly withdrawn from the jury. 


Flagging Charges. 


WE PRINTED a fortnight ago (ante, p. 74) a letter in which 
correspondents call attention to what we understand is a not 
infrequent source of friction between road authorities in the 
metropolis and the owners of houses. By the Metropolis Manage- 
ment Act, 1862, Amendment Act, 1890, certain powers with 
respect to the flagging of pavements within their area were 
conferred upon the road authorities of London-—then the vestries 
or district boards of works, but since 1899 the metropolitan 
borough councils. In certain cases the owners of houses in any 
street can be called upon to pay the estimated cost, apportioned 
among them, of flagging the footway ; after such flagging has once 
been carried out, the pavement so flagged, is under the statute, 
to be repaired by the road authority ; but before the council 
can exercise its powers under the statute certain conditions pre- 
cedent are required by the first section thereof. Apparently 
there is no limit of time within which the council may exercise 
pam so that it may let the question sleep for twenty years 
and then suddenly resolve to have the footway flagged as pro- 
vided in the statute at the expense of the owners. This is 
what has happened in the case which our correspondents bring 
to our notice. In order to avoid expensive litigation private 
persons frequently enter into a compromise by whch they agree 
to bear a moiety, or some other proportion, of the expenses 
incurred by the authority in carrying out some work which the 
latter claims should be executed the owner or occupier. 
Unfortunately, it too often happens that the agreement entered 
into, or the payment so made, is not in any way such as to 
estop the authority from insisting at some future date upon 
the full exercise of their statutory powers. In such cases, 
the payment already made is treated by the law asa voluntary 

yment, and, therefore, irrecoverable by the payer, unless 

been actually served with all due notices which are 

y necessary before he could have been successfully 
sued for the sum paid: Harris v. Hickman (1904, L.G. R. 1); 
Oliver v. Camberwell Borough Council (2 L. G. R. 617). Our 
correspondents’ client seems to have entered into a voluntary 


| arrangement with the road authority regarding the paving of the 
| footway in front of her house in the expectation that the authority 
| would not afterwards insist upon its legal right under the statute to 
| decide that the pavement should be flagged at the expense of 
| the owners. Even if this arrangement could be construed as 
/amounting to an undertaking by the council to forego those 
| powers, we fear that such an undertaking would clearly | e u/tra 
| vires and therefore unenforceable (.4yr Harbour Trustees v. Oswald, 
| 1883, 8 App. Cas. 623). Persons who enter into comprom:ses 

with local authorities ought, therefore, to see that the proposed 
| compromise takes the form of an exercise of its powers by the 
/anthority in consequence of which the agreement is entered into. 

They should beware of expressing their compromise in such a 
| form as to admit of its being construed as a non-exercise or release 
| of its statutory powers by the local authority in consideration of 
a payment or promise by the other contracting party. 


| Husband and Wife under the Workmen's 

| Compensation Acts. 

| THE RECENT decision of the Court of Appeal in Avating v. 
| New Monckton Colliery (Times, 16th ult.) is not easy to under- 
'stand. The point involved, was whether “dependency ” under 
‘the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, is, in the case of a 
wife in relation to her Lusband, entirely a question of fact, 
or whether it is primarily a question of law—a presumption 
that can only be rebutted by cogent evidence. The wife had 
supported herself and lived apart from her busband for twenty-two 
years. On his death through an accident she claimed com- 
pensation as a “dependant.” She was awarded £263 by the 
county court judge on the footing of partial dependency. This 
award was on appeal upheld by the Court of Appeal. Only the 
judgment delivered by the Master of the Rolls is reported in 
the Zimes, but the appeal was dismissed without calling on 
counsel for the respondent (the applicant in the award). The 
argument for the appellants (the employers) was that the House 
of Lords had decided, in Hodgson v. West Stanley Colliery (1910, 
A.C. 229), that dependency was in each case a question of fact 
only, and that the case of a wite, in relation to her husband, 
was covered by the House of Lords’ decision. This would mean 
that Williams v. Ocean Coal Co, (1907, 2 K. B. 422) should be 
regarded as overruled. In that case the Court of Appeal had 
held that there was a legal presumption in favour of the wife 
having been dependent on her deceased husband, which was 
not rebutted merely by the fact of desertion, or by proof that 
the husband did not contribute a penny to her support. The 
Master of the Rolls held in the present case that the decision 
in Williams v. Ocean Coal Co. was binding on the court, and 
that the statements made in //odgson v. West Stanley Colliery by 
the Law Lords as to dependency being a question of fact were 
merely dicta, and did not cover the facts in the present case. 
Certainly Hodgson v. West Stanley Colliery was not a case of a 
wife to whose support the deceased husband had contributed 
nothing, but very strong opinions were expressed to the effect 
that dependency was in every case a question of fact. The Lord 
Chancellor said : ‘‘ The mother was not, in law, wholly dependent 
on her deceased husband. There is no room that I can 
see for legal presumptivns.” Lord MACNAGHTEN said: “ The 
question of dependency is not a question of law at all. It is 
purely a question of fact.” Lord SHAw said: ‘ It seems late in 
the day to reiterate that the question of dependency is one of 
fact.” It eeems hardly open to doubt that these opinions would 
be adhered to should the cagg of a wife actually deserted and 
left without support from he? busband come before the House of 
Lords. Under the circumstafices it would seem to have been 
justifiable for the Court of Appeal to regard Williams v. Ocean Coal 
Co. and the present case as covered by the decision and judg- 
ments in Mekinn v. West Stanley Colliery, without, in the words 
of the Master of the Rolls, “leaving it to the House of Lords, 
if they thought fit, directly to consider the question and to say 
whether the view taken by this court, certainly since 1905, 
was or was not the correct oné.” 


Interference with the Privacy of Flats. 
THE interesting case of Browne v. Flower, recently decided 
by Parker, J., was an action by the tenant against the owner 
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of a flat at Paddington for an injunction against the maintenance | She screamed, a sergeant de ville came up ; the carriage was 
of an open staircase from the flat above that occupied by the plain- | stopped, and ‘ Milord Anglais’ was called upon to pay a large 


tiff. This upper flat had been sub-divided and an iron staircase 


erected with the defendant's permission, leading from the flat to | 


a passage below in order to give it a proper access. It appeared | 
that persons going to and trom this staircase were obliged to | 
pass the bedroom-window of the plaintiff's flat ard the nursery 

of her child. It did not appear that the staircase affected the 

light coming to the plaintiff's windows to such an extent as to | 
he actionable, but the plaintiff alleged, and the judge found as a | 
fact, that in order to secure the privacy of her rooms she had to | 
curtain them to such an extent that their light and comfort were 

appreciably diminished. Tbe leases of the respective flats con- 
tained a proviso stipulating that the tenants would not do or | 
suffer or permit anything to be done on the demised premises | 
which might be or become a nuisance to the landlord or the | 
occupier of the adjoining premises or which might tend to lessen | 
the value of the hereditaments for the time being forming part 
of the Paddington estate. The question was whether the 

plaintiff was entitled to the injunction which she claimed or to | 
damages as compensation. The learnyd judge, after carefully | 
examining the authorities relating to the law of nuisances, came | 
to the conclusion that the defendant was entitled to judgment, | 
inasmuch as the plaintiff had not established that the staircase | 
had rendered her premises unfit or materially less fit for the | 
purposes of a residential flat. This decision will seem to some | 
yersons a hard one, but it is based on the common law of | 
ingland, which has little or no respect for privacy. The stair- 

case did not prevent the plaintiff from using ber rooms, but only 

interfered with her comfort in using them. We shall, however, 
be much surprised if this decision does not lead to an express 

provision in future leases of flats guarding against a similar 

interference with the enjoyment of the premises. 


Scottish Rules of Evidence, 


CASES occasionally occur in this country where, in an action of 
damages for assault, the question is whether the plaintiff was 
removed from the premises of the defendant with unnecessary 
violence, It may not, however, be generally known that the 
proof of the plaintiff's case is, in Scotland, attended with more 
difficulty than on the other side of the Tweed. 
of Cook v. Paxton, tried before the Lord Justice Clerk, that learned 
judge pointed out that, except in certain statutory cases where it 
had been thought proper to reverse the rule, the evidence of one wit- 


ness would not prove a case. This did not, of course, mean that it | 
was necessary that there should be two witnesses to prove every | 


fact inthecase. That was not necessary, because there might be 
facts and circumstances in a case which so confirmed what had 
been said by the one witness that there was sufficient corrobora- 


tion. In the case under consideration the only evidence before | 


the court was that of the plaintiff, and although it had been 
proved that he had injuries on his person at the time when, as he 
alleged, he was assaulted, there was nothing to shew that these 


injuries were the result of unnecessary violence on the part of | 
A -verdict was accordingly | 
It can hardly be doubted that in | 


the defendant or his servants. 
directed for the defendant. 
England the case would have been left to the jury, with the 
probable result of a verdict for the plaintiff. 


The Drivers of Lord Chief Justices. 


WE READ in the newspapers that a fine of £2 and 13s. costs 
was recently imposed, at the Kingé#on-on-Thames police-court, on 
the chauffeur to the Lord Chief dustice for exceeding the motor 
speed limit in November last. It appeared that, although Lord 
ALVERSTONE was not in the car at the time, he had instructed 
his chauffeur not to exceed the legal limit, and to comply with 
the law. This incident may rem nd us that a distinguished pre- 
decessor of Lord ALVERSTONE, Lord ELLENBORUUGH, had also 
to complain of the default of the driver of his carriage. The 
story is told by Lord CAMPBELL im his Lives of the Chief Justices 
of England: “ While in Paris be [Lord ELLENBorovaH] had hired 
a carriage by the day, with a coachman, from the remise. On 
one of the quais, the coachman by furious driving negligently 


In a recent case | 





damaged some crockery ware exposed for sale by an old woman. | 


sum of money by way of amende. He denied his liability, a 
insisted that, according to the doctrine of Macmanus v. Cricket 
(1 East, 106), the only remedy was against the coachman him- 
self, or against the keeper of the remise, but he was cast, and 
had to pay damages and costs.” 








Reversion Duty. 


REVERSION duty is a duty imposed by the Finance (1909-10) 
Act, 1910, on the determination of certain leases, and is recover- 
able from the lessor as a Crown debt pari passu with ali other 
debts due from him: section 15. It is not necessary for the pur- 
poses of this article to describe the leases on the determination 
of which no duty is payable ; they are specified in section 14. 

In this article by “lease” we mean a lease or sub-lease on 
the expiration of which by effluxion of time reversion duty 
becomes payable. We shall use “lessor,” as it is used in the 
Act, as meaning the person or persons for the time being entitled 
to the reversion expectant on the expiration of the lease. 


The duty is imposed by section 13, which provides— 


Sub section (1) On the determination of any lease of land 
there shall be charged, levied, and paid, subject to the provisions 
of this Part of this Act, on the value of the benefit accruing to 
the lessor by reason of the determination of the lease a duty, 
called reversion duty, at the rate of one pound for every complete 
ten pounds of that value, 

(2) For the purposes of this section the value of the benefit 
accruing to the lessor shal] be deemed to be the amount (if any) 
by which the total value (as defined for the purpose of the 
general provisions of this Part of this Act relating to valuation) 
of the ae at the time the lease determines, subject to the 
deduction of any part of the total value which is attributable 
to any works executed or expenditure of a capital nature 
incurred by the lessor during the term of the lease and of all 
compensation payable by such lessor at the determination of 
the lease, exceeds the total value of the land at the time of the 
original grant of the lease, to be ascertained on the basis of the 
rent reserved and payments made in consideration of the lease 
(including, in cases where a nominal rent only has been reserved, 
the value of any covenant or undertaking to erect buildings or 
to expend any sums upon the property), but where the lessor is 
himself entitled only to a leasehold interest the value of the 
benefit as sb ascertained shall be reduced in proportion to the 
amount by which the value of his interest is less than the value 
of the fee simple. 

It is perhaps necessary to point out that ‘determination ” as 


| applied to a lease is not necessarily limited to determination by 


effluxjon of time; it is applicable to the case of a lease coming to 
an end by any means whatsoever. A lease may determine 


(1) By effluxion of time. 

(2) By forfeiture. 

(3) By merger. 

Determination ly Effluxion of Time or Forfeiture.—There is no 
difficulty in construing the Act in these cases: but, in the case 
of an existing lease which was granted several years ago, we may 
have considerable difficulty in ascertaining the amount of the 
deductiens allowed by section 13 (2) from the total value of the 
lease at the time when it determines, as it is possible that 
no accounts of the work executed, or of the expenditure 
incurred, by the lessor have been preserved. It may also 
be difficult to ascertain what was the total value of the land at 
the date of the original grant of the lease. But these are 
questions rather for the land valuer than for the lawyer. 

Merger.— W here the lessor releases the reversion to the lessee, 
or the lessee surrenders tho term to the lessor, there being in 
either case no intermediate estate, the term merges in the re- 
version and is determined, thus causing reversion duty to be pay- 
able on the value of the benefit accruing to the lessor. It may be 
argued that, where the lessor conveys the reversion to the lessee 
for full value, so as to determine the lease by merger, no benefit 
accrues to the lessor by the determination, as, although he 
receives money, he parts with land of the same value. It also 
may be argued that where the lessee conveys the term to the 
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lessor for full value so as to determine it by merger, no benefit 
acerues to the lessor, as, though he acquires the land in possession, 
he parts with an equivalent in money. Some practitioners take 
this view, and al that, where a lease is determined in either 
of these manners, the lessor receives no benefit, and that there- 
fore no duty is payable. 

Dormant Value.—It should be observed that where property 
is held on lease the value of the freehold free from the lease 
exceeds the sum of the values of the lease and reversion if 
sold separately by an amount known as the “dormant value,’ 
which sometimes amounts to a considerable sum. The reason 
is that, during the existence of the lease, neither the lessee nor 
the lessor can deal with the property to the same advantage 
as if it were free from the lease. ‘There is even a small dormant 
value in the case of a lease and sub-lease. In cases where the 
lease is determined by a sale of the reversion to the lessee, or by 
a sale of the lease to the lessor, the value of the property in the 
bands of the purchaser is increased by the dormant value, and it 
follows that he is willing to give a larger price than a stranger 
would give. Probably the excess of price does not equal the 
whole of the dormant value, but, where the lessor sells, he gets 
something more than the market price of the reversion, and, 
where he purchases, he gives something more than the market 
value of the lease, though he does not give the whole of the 
dormant value, The result is that in either case he acquires some 

t of the dormant value, or, in other words, some benefit accrues 
to him by the determination of the lease. 

Statutory Definition of Benefit Accruing to the Lessor.—On looking 
at section 13 (2) it will be seen that “for the purposes of this 
section the value of the benefit accruing to the lessor shall be 
deemed to be,” &c. Some practitioners argue that, before this 
section can be applied, the benefit accruing to the lessor must be 
shewn to have some value, and that if it has no value the sub- 
section does not apply. The explanation of the word “deemed ” 
given by Cave, J., in Ie Norfolk County Council (60 L. J. Q. B., 
at p. 381) appears to shew that the reasoning given above is in- 
correct. He says, “generally speaking, when you talk of a thing 
being deemed to be something, you do not mean to say that it 
is that which it is to be deemed to be. It is rather an admission 
that it is not what it is to be deemed to be, and that, notwith- 
standing it is not that particular thing, nevertheless, for the pur- 
poses of the Act, it is to be deemed to be that thing.” 

Benefit Accruing to the Lessor. —Some practitioners whose opinion 
carries great weight consider that where the lessor sells the 
reversion to the lessee, and where the lessee sells the lease to the 
lessor, the benefit arises from the sale itself, not from the 
conveyance, and that as the determination of the lease by merger 
arises from the conveyance, not from the sale, no benefit arises 
to the lessor by the determination, and therefore no duty 
is payable. No doubt where che lesgor sells the reversion to 
the lessee all that the lessor cares for is to receive the purchase- 
money; it is a matter of indifference to him whether he 
executes the conveyance or not. The answer appears to 
be that he is bound to carry out his share of the contract and 
is bound to release the reversion to the lessee, and that as the 
effect is to determine the term, duty will become payable. On 
the other hand, where the lessee sells to 'the lessor, the very 
object of the transaction is to get rid of the term which is an 
incumbrance on the reversion, the determination of the lease 
is necessarily for the benefit of the lessor. But, independently of 

is reasoning, the definition of “benefit ” accruing to the lessor 
above referred to, shews that in either of these cases duty is 
payable as soon as the lease determines by merger. The result 
is, that, subject to the remarks in the next paragraph, where a 
lease determines during the term by release or surrender, and 
whether or not the lessor receives any benefit by the transaction, 
he has to pay duty estimated according to the provisions of 
section 13 (2). An example will render this more clear: A, a 
freeholder, lets a plot of land to B. for ninety-nine years at an 
annual rent of £10, the total value of the land at the time when 

lease is granted may be taken at twenty-five years’ purchase 
of the rent—i.e., £250. B. immediately builds a house on the 
plot at a cost of £1,000, and immediately afterwards he purchases 
takes a conveyance of the land from A., thus determining 





the lease. ‘The total value of the land at the time of the pur- 
chase is £250, plus £1,000, plus the dormant value, and A. will 
have to pay duty on the difference between the total value of 
the land at the time when the lease was granted and the total 
value at the time of the sale, i.¢., on £1,000 plus the dormant 
value. The result will be the same if A. purchases and takes a 
conveyance of the lease from B. 

How to Avoid Merger—We have discussed the effect of a 
release of the reversion or of a surrender of a lease without 
having regard to the equitable doctrine that where merger occurs 
owing to two interests vesting in the same person, the Court 
will, in the absence of express intention, keep the interests 
apart if so doing is for the benefit of the person in whom they 
become vested : /ngle v. Vaughan Jackson (1900, 2 Ch. 368). In 
the case of a release of the reversion to the lessee he gains no 
advantage by preventing merger, as the duty is not payable by 
him, aud therefore merger will take place in the absence of an 
express declaration. But in the case of a surrender of a lease to 
the lessor, it will be for his benefit that the lease should not 
merge, so as to determine and render duty payable. It may be 
argued that in this case the equitable doctrine above referred to 
will operate so as to prevent the determination of the lease by 
merger, and thus to prevent duty becoming leviable, but it must 
be remarked that the words of the statute are express that the 
duty is to be levied on the determination of the lease, and it is 
difficult to suppose that the presumed intention of the parties 
can prevail against the express words of the statute. 

The authorities shew that where the reversioner purchases 
a lease and has it conveyed toa trustee for him, no merger takes 

lace (Gunter v. Gunter, 23 Beav. 571; Belaney v. Belaney, 

. R. 2 Ch. 138), and that where a lessee has the reversion 
conveyed to him a contemporaneous deed executed by him may 
shew his intention that no merger should take place: Lee v. 
Thursby (1904, 2 Ch. 63). Bearing in mind that, where a 
mortgagor and mortgagee concur in conveying the land to a 
purchaser, the mortgage debt can be kept alive by a mere 
declaration without an assignment to a trustee (see the cases 
collected 1K. & E. 523), and that the rules applicable to the 
merger of charges apply to the merger of leases (/ngle v. Vaughan 
Jackson, 1900, 2 Ch. 368; approved Capital and Counties Bank v. 
Rhodes, 1903, 1 Ch. 651), probably a mere declaration against 
merger in the conveyance of the reversion to the lessee will be 
sufficient to prevent merger, and therefore will prevent duty from 
becoming payable. Possibly the same rule may apply to the 
case of a surrender of a lease to the lessor, but, in the absence 
of authority, it can hardly be assumed that this is the case ; and 
therefore it will be safer, instead of surrendering the lease, to 
assign it to a trustee for the lessor. 

Sale by Auction.—There is rfo provision in the Act preventing 
the lessor from bargaining with the lessee that the latter should 
indemnify him against the duty, and there is no objection, either 
legal or moral, to carrying out transactions so as not to determine 
the lease, in which case no duty will be payable. When ground- 
rents are sold by auction, the question whether duty will become 

yable on the execution of the conveyance depends upon the 
iotes in which the conveyance is made; if it is made to the 
lessee, duty will be payable ; if it is made to a stranger, no duty 
will be incurred. It will, therefore, be proper for the protection 
of the vendor to make the sale subject to a condition that the 
purchaser shall either prove to the satisfaction of the vendor's 
solicitor that the person to whom the conveyance is made is not 
the lessee, or if he refuses or #¥glecte to do so that he will in- 
demnify the vendor against thealaty and the costs of assignment 
and payment. 

Concurrent Leases.—Where an arrangement is made with a 
tenant allowing him to commit breaches of covenant in consider- 
ation of paying a higher rent during the rest of the term and 
entering into modified covenants, the transaction is generally 
carried out by means of a concurrent lease reserving the new 
rent and containing the modifiéd covenants. The acceptance by 
the tenant of such a lease operates as an implied surrender 
of the existing lease and therefore renders the lessor liable 
to pay reversion duty. One obvious wisthod of avoiding 
the payment of duty is to grant the lease to a trustee for the 
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lessee. It must, however, be remembered that a trustee may paid. This offer was refused Wy 


not be willing to accept a lease containing onerous covenants. 
The difficulty may be got over by the , ome assigning the 
original lease to a trustee for himself, providing in the assign- 
ment that, immediately on his acquiring the reversion, the 
liability of the trustee under the original lease shall cease ; and 
immediately after the execution of the assignment, by the lessor 
executing a new lease to the tenant for a term one day longer 
than the original term. In this case no merger will take place, 
and, as the lessee under the new lease is entitled to the reversicn 
expectant on the term of the original lease, he can release the 
rent and covenants under the lease. H. W. E. 








Reviews. 


Constitutional Law. 


Ovur.tines oF CoNSTITUTIONAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE Law. By 
Dauzie. Cuatmers, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


This is a student’s book, intended rather to give a general view 
of the subject of public law than to serve for the purpose of examin 
ation. After introductory chapters, giving definitions of current 
terms and stating the characteristics of the English constitution, 
Mr. Chalmers deals successively with the Subject, the Crown, the 
Judicature, Parliament, and Local Government. Part IIL, on the 
Crown, includes an account of the various departments of State, 
and the chapter on the councils of the Crown gives a useful account 
of the present position of the Cabinet, and of the extent to which 
the King, though he has been defined as “ but the visible symbol of 
ower,” still holds a position of real influence. The part devoted to 
’arliament explains the privileges of both Houses and the course of 
procedure, and 
to money Bills have a special interest at the present time The 
— include a statement of the active duties of Englishmen, 
of which an interesting list is given. The author has compressed 
into small compass a great deal of useful and pertinent matter. 


Books of the Week. 

The Valuation of Land.—The Finance Act and the Valu- 
ation of Land. By Davin Murray, M.A., LL.D. Glasgow: James 
MacLehose & Sons. 

Criminal Appeal.—Criminal Appeal Cases. Reports of 
Cases in the Court of Criminal Appeal. October 31, November 5, 


8, 1910. Edited by Herman Conen, Barrister-at-Law. Vol. V., 
Part 8. Stevens & Haynes. 


Correspondence. 


Interest Payable after Notice to Pay Off Mortgage. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.} 


_ Sir,—In March ard April of this year, in the columns of your 
journal, there appeared some correspondence and comments arising 
from the decision of Barker v. Lllingworth (1908, 2 Ch. 20), in the 
course of which reference was made also to the cases of Letts v. 
Hutchins (L. R. 13 Eq. 176), Bovill vy. Endle (1896, 1 Ch. 648), and 
Smith v. Smith (1891, 3 Ch. 550), the last-named decision being 
reported in your publication of August 8th, 1891, and a discussion 
thereon in your publication of August 29th, 1891. 

The contributions to your journal deal with the question of the 
position of a mortgagor relative to his mortgagee in connection with 
notice for repayment, and the rul@as regards the requisite notice 
by a mortgagor to his mortgagee,@r payment of six months’ interest 
in lieu thereof. The contributions to your journal do not appear 
to cover the point which has been raised in the following circum- 
stances ;and perhaps we can put the point best in the following 
way :— 

A., a mortgagee by deed, gave notice to B., his mortgagor, to 
repay the mortgage money at a date named three months subse- 
quent to the date of the notice, aud stated in the notice that, if 
the mortgage money were not paid within that three months, A. 
“intends to sell the property subject to such mortgage or to other- 
wise act as he may be advised.” A., previous to giving notice, 
suggested to B. in writing that B. should reduce, by repayment of a 
portion, the ae amount of the mort or that A. would be 
willing to allow the mortgage to remain subject to an increase of } 
per cent. in the rate of interest provided by the mortgage deed to be | 





the pages devoted to the conflicts between them as | 





Dec. 10, 1910, 

B.; and the notice was subsequently 
served by or on behalf of A. was informed of the importance to 
A. of payment off within the time named by the notice ; but, owing 
to circumstances over which A. had no control, B. did not repay 
within the time, and A., on the day subsequent to the date named in 
the notice, went abroad. Previous to the date of the expiration of 
the notice, A., the mortgagee, had put his solicitors in possession 
of a receipt for the principal moneys and interest and costs, and 
given them authority to hand over the deeds to the mor or on 
payment off at or before the date named in the notice. The mort- 
gage moneys not having been repaid by A., B. was unable to take 
advantage, before going abroad, of an excellent opportunity which 
occurred for reinvestment, which resulted in the loss of a considerable 
sum to A. 6. subsequently came to A.’s solicitors a week after the 
date named in the notice, and purported to tender the mortgage 
| money, interest, and costs to that date, subject to the condition of 
A.’s solicitors signing an undertaking to obtain a signature to an 
engrossment of reconveyance which he for the first time sent to 
| A.’s solicitors. A.’s solicitors, their client being abroad, stated that 
A.’s position was that he was entitled to six months’ notice, or six 
months’ interest in lieu of notice, and, without reference to their 
client, they were unable to accept only interest to date. 

The point which arises is as to whether or not A., the mortgagee, 
having given a notice demanding payment—but, be it observed, 
a notice not complied with within its limited time of operation— 
was entitled to say that the parties were relegated to their original 
positions, and that he must have six months’ notice from the 
mortgagor, or six months’ interest in lieu thereof. 

There appears to be no decision governing this point, and the 
words of oie J., in Smith v. Smith, mentioned above, clearly are 
obiter ; and nowhere have we been able to find a decision going so 
far as to say that a mortgagee requiring payment by a certain date, 
and not receiving it by that date from the mortgagor, is debarred 
from claiming a six months’ notice, or six months’ interest in lieu 
thereof ; nor do we find any decision which enables even a good 
tender to be subsequently successfully set up to stop interest running 
when made after the date of expiry of a limited notice of this kind. 

| Neither is there any decision, so far as we have been able to trace, 
which goes so far as to say that a limited notice of this character 
| amounts to steps taken by a mortgagee which enable a mortgagor, 
after the date of expiry of the notice, to go with the principal money 
| and interest in his hand to date only, and to claim that that must 
be taken in satisfaction of the mortgage, enabling him to claim 
redemption. 
| We should be interested to know if there is any decision dealin 
| with this important point, as it is of moment to mortgagees, an 
particularly to building societies in which failure to pay by the due 
date by a mortgagor often creates cases of doubt and difficulty. 
We think it would be of interest to the profession that the point 
should be settled once and for all. The o/iter dicta of Romer, J, 
in the case of Smith v. Smith leaves matters in a rather unsatisfactory 
|condition. The cases of Bishop v. Church (2 Ves. sen. 371) and 
| Bartlett v. Franklin (36 L. J. Ch. 671) are relevant to the circum- 
| stances above referred to. PAINEs. 

12, New-court, Carey-street, Lincolns-inn, W.C., Dec. 5. 

[We propose to deal with the question referred to by our 
correspondents next week.— Ep. S../.] 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


WARNER v. COUCHMAN. No.2. 3rd Dee. 
MasteR AND SERVANT—WoORKMEN’S CoOMPENSATION—FROST-BITE— 
“ Accipent ARISING Out oF’’ THE EMPLOYMENT—-WORKMEN’'S CoM- 
PENSATION Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 1. 


A journeyman baker, whose arm was injured by frost-bite while on 








| correct, I think it is impossible for us to reverse the decision 
| county court 


| his opinion, the 
jan accident or not. The dictum of Lord 
| able perform 


| whether the a 
| opinion this did not admit of doubt. 


is I can gather from the evidence, was perfectly 
of the 
In my opinion the appeal fails, and should be 


and which, so far 


}i dge. 
dismissed with cests. 

FiercHer Movtron, L.J., in his dissenting judgment, said that, in 
case was concluded by authority as to whether it was 
McLaren in Stewart v. 
Wilson and Clyde Coal Co, (5 F. 120) : ** If a workman, in the reason- 
ince of his duties, sustains a physiological injury as the 
work he is engaged in, this is accidental injury in the 
statute’’ applied exactly. Then came the question 
cident arose out of the employment. In his lordship’s 
The man’s employment required 


result of the 


sense of the 


| him to go his rounds on this bitterly cold day and deliver the bread 


i to the cust 


mers and do all the acts necessary thereto. This involved ex- 
posure of the right hand, and it was this exposure which brought on 
the frost-bite. His lordship therefore was of opinion that the appeal 


| should be allowed. 


| Mould, and L. G 


delivered judgment agreeing with the Master of the 

dismissing the appeal.—Counset, Atkin, K.C., Graham 

H. Horton Smith; Hemmerde, K.C., and Addington 

Soricrtors, Langham, Son, & Douglas; Griffith d Gardiner. 
[Reported by J. I. Stintrxe, Barrister-at-Law.] 


FarRweEL., L..J., 
Rolls and 


Willis. 


SKAILES ». BLUE ANCHOR LINE (LIM.). No. 2. 


MASTER AND SERVANT—WORKMEN’S 
PuRSER—REMUNERATION—BONUSES 
WorkKMEN’s Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, 


In determining whether the 


3rd Dec. 
CoMPENSATION—‘* WORKMAN 7’ — 
PRrorits ON SALE or Wuisky— 
c. 58), s. 13. 


of any person employed 


‘remuneration ”’ 


| otherwise than by way of manual labour exceeds £250 a year, the court 


| faction, as 


| 
| 
| 


| labour, 
| sufficiently stated in the judgment of Cozens-Hardy, M.R. 


should have regard to the actual total earnings of such person, and 
should include bonuses paid him by his e mploye rs on his giving satise 
well as profits made by him with his employers’ knowledge. 


This was an appeal from the judge of the City of London Court. 
A claim was made under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, by 
Mrs. Harriett M. Skailes, the widow of the chief steward and purser 
on board the steamship Waratah, which some time ago was posted at 
Lloyd’s as missing, on behalf of herself and her two children against 
the Blue Anchor Line (Limited), the owners of the vessel, and Meesrs. 
W. Lund & Sons (Limited), the managing owners, for compensation 
for the loss of her husband. The question involved was whether 
Skailes was a ‘‘ workman”’ within the definition in section 13 of the 
Act, as being a person employed, otherwise than by way of manual 
whose remuneration exceeded £250 a year. The facts are 
The county 


| court judge found that Skailes earned £232 a year, and that he was 


his rounds with his employer's cart, was held not to be entitled to com- | 


pensation under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, as the acct- 
dent did not arise out of his employment. 


Appeal from the judge of the Tenterden County Court. 
cant was a journeyman baker, whose duty ft was to drive a cart con 
taining his master’s loaves and to obtain payment from purchasers of 
loaves. On the 8th of December, 1909, which was a very cold day, 
with rain and sleet at intervals, his right hand became very cold and 
began to ache. The hand the following day began to swell. Some 
doctors attributed it to gout, but others, including the medical referee, 
held that it was caused by something in the nature of a frost-bite, 
sustained by the applicant when delivering bread on the 8th of Decem 
ber. He was unable to resume his former work. The county court 
judge was of opinion that the accident did not arise out of the em 
ployment, and that the application must be dismissed. The  appli- 
cant appealed. 


‘ ‘ ~ > | 
Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Farwe tt, L.J., FLercner n by ’ 
| that everything has been satisfactory during the voyage, no complaints 


Mouton, L.J., dissentiente) dismissed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—In order to maintain his claim it is necessary 
for the applicant to prove that there was a personal injury by “‘ acci- 
dent ”’ arising ‘“‘out of ’’ and in the course of the employment. That 
the injury was received in the course of the employment is clear, but 
it is contended that there was no accident, and that the injury did not 
arise Out of the employment. I feel considerable doubt whether there 
was an accident within the meaning attributed to that word by this 
court and by the House of Lords. But I assume this point in favour 
of the applicant. It is not enough for the applicant to say ‘‘ the acci- 
dent would not have happened if I had not been engaged in that 
employment or if I had not been in that particular place.’’ He must 
go further and must say “‘ the accident arose because of something I 
was doing in the course of my employment or because I was exposed 
by the nature of my employment to some peculiar danger”’ (Craske v. 
Wigan, 1909, 2 K. B. 635). Can that be said in the present case? I 
am unable to see that there was any peculiar danger to which the 
applicant was exposed, beyond that to which that large section of 
population who are drivers of vehicles, or who are otherwise engaged 
4s out-of-door labourers, are exposed. In the present case the county 
court judge says that there was nothing in the nature of the applicant’s 
employment which exposed him to more than the ordinary risk of cold 
to which any person working in the open was exposed on that day. 
He adds that one fact only was relied on—namely, that he 
had to take off his right-hand glove in order to give change. 
and that this, though probably convenient, was not necessary. 
In the face of this finding of fact, with which we cannot interfere 


a workman within the meaning of the Act, and hig honour awarded 
the widow and children £300 and costs. The employers appealed. 
Tue Covurr (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and FietcHer Movutton and 


| Farwety, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 


The appli- | 


Cozens-Harpy, M.R., after pointing out that ‘‘ remuneration’’ is 
not the same thing as salary or cash payment by the employer, but 
involves precisely the same considerations as earnings, said Skailes was 


| first appointed on the 19th October, 1906, purser and chief steward to 


The Geelong steamship, from which he was subsequently transferred 
to a larger vessel, Zhe Waratah. The letter appointing him said that 
his wages would be £8 per month, with 5 per cent. commission on all 
sales of wines, spirits, and slops. Now, it appears from accounts. 
signed by the managers of the, Blue Anchor Line, and admitted to be 
accurate, that Skailes was first paid at the rate of £1 per month and 


| lastly at the rate of £2 per month in addition to the £8 mentioned 


| in the written agreement. 
| at the foot of the accounts as 





The sums so paid are described in print 
‘‘extra wages’’ to which he was 
‘‘entitled,”’ but are preceded by the statement, *‘ It having been reported 


having been received and justified, and everything found in order on 
arrival in London.’”’ The receipt is also produced given by Skailes 
to the company, in which the sum of £8 4s., calculated at the rate of 
£2 per month, is described as “‘canditional money.’’ The county 
court judge seems to have held that the only matter which he could 
regard was the written appointment of the 19th of October, 1906. I 
ar. unable to adopt this view. I think there was ample evidence that 
the sums were paid not as voluntary gratuities, but as extra wages 
to which Skailes was entitled. The inference is irresistible when the 
accounts are looked at. But then it is urged that this was only a 
conditional payment, and that sum which may or may not become 
payable ought not to be considaged in ascertaining the amount of 
remuneration. I am unable to follow this. Nothing is more common 
than that remuneration should vary according as the gross takings or 
the net profits of a business do or do not exceed a certain figure. 
Another point is that the usage on board vessels of this class is that 
the chief steward is debited with a certain price, say 4s., for a bottle 
of whisky, and that nips of whisky are charged at 6d. In fact, @ 
bottle supplies more nips than are required to produce, say, the 4s., 
and in reference to these nips.the employers make no claim, and the 
chief steward, either alone or witlithe barman, is recognized as entitled 
to put the money in his own pocket. The evidence of the employers 
on this point was perfectly clear, and it was admitted that but for this 
advantage a larger sum would have to be paid to the chief steward 
The judge rejected this item, but, in my opinion, he was 


as wages. \ " f 
It is true that there is no direct evidence that 


wrong in doing 80. 
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h evidence | Burt v. Bull (1895, 1 Q. B. 276), his lordship asked did the prin iple 


of the cases relating to trustees and persons in a fiduciary capacity 
apply to the case of a receiver? He could not come to that conclusion 
without going contrary to all the decisions with reference to receivers 


appointed by the court. A receiver appointed by the court was not 


| an agent of the partners, he was not a trustee of theirs, they could 


a single bottle of whisky was opened on board, and no su 

can be forthcoming, | use the vessel with all on board is at the 
bottom of the sea. But in a case like this it is competent to the 
judge, and, in m it is the duty of the judge, to estimate | 
as best he can what amount ought to be allowed in respect of these | 
sums which in ordinar ourse Skailes would have been allowed, with 
the full knowledge of his employers, to retain. The decision of this | 


Pond (1908, 1 K. B. 766 


court in Penn v. Spiers d 


be abundant authorit for this. 
case on these two 


matter must go back to the judge to consider the 

items. He need not trouble himself to estimate the precise figures 
if he satisfied that either or both of these items will bring the 
remuneration beyond £250 a year. The respondent must pay the 


costs of the appeal. The costs in the court below will be dealt with 


by the judge after he has reconsidered the case 

FiretcHer Mouton, L.J., agreed with the finding of the county 
court judge as to the nips,’ but, for other reasons, held that the 
appeal should be allowed 

FARWEI L.J., agreed with Cozens-Hardy. M.R Counse., Neilson, 
and G. R. Langton; bk. A. Harvey. Sorscrrors, Holman, Birdwood, d 


Uo.; Lawl 2 & Co 
[Reported by J. I. Sttmtiwe, Barrister-at-Law. ]} 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
BOEHM +. GOODALL AND OTHERS. 24th Noy. 
PartNersnip—Recetver AND MANAGER 
Orper—INpeMNity «tN Resrecr or LiaBILiTies 
Out or THE Asset No Ricut or SuBRoGATION. 
A recetvel and manager appointed by a conaent order ima partnership 
and incurs liabilities, is not in the same position 


Warrington, J. 
APPOINTMENT BY CONSENT 
No INDEMNITY SAVE 


action, wh pays debt 
with regard to 
capacity who so acts The receiver and manager is 
court, and does not become an agent of the partners 
consenting to his appointment, 
tions which he incurs, and can only look for indemnity to the asseta 
under the ntrol of the court and not to the partners personally. Nor 


an officer of the 
by reason of their 


He Pd personally hound by the obliqa- | 
| Pott; Dennis, Horne, & Co., for Ernest S. Taylor, Birmingham; W. 


can he claim to be subrogated to the rights of the partnership creditors | 


whose debts he has paid. 

This was an application by the receiver and manager of a partnei 
ship business, who had been appointed by order of the court, for an 
order directing the plaintiff and the defendant to pay to him the sum 
found due upon taking his account. The facts were shortly as follows : 
—On the motion of the plaintiff in the action (which was an ordinary 
action for dissolution of partnership) a consent judgment had been 
pronounced, which was in the usual form, and directed inter alia a 
sale of the partnership business, and that the receiver and manager 


should pay the debts due and to become due from the partnership out | 


of the first moneys which he received. Subsequently the receiver was 
the purpose of the payment of rent and certain other urgent payments, 
and the money so borrowed, it was directed, should be a first charge 
subject to the costs of realisation and the receiver's 
In 1910 the assets were sold, and the proceeds were 

The receiver's account was taken and a balance was 


on the assets, 
remuneration. 


paid into court. 


found due, which included the £500 borrowed with the leave of the | 


court. Later the money im court was paid out to the receiver and 
manager, and applied by him towards repayment of the moneys bor- 
rowed, and after all those transactions there remained due to him a 
balance of £481, and it was this balance which the receiver was now 
asking that the partners should be directed to pay to him. 
Wareincton, J., in the course of his judgment, said that the appli 
cant put his case on two grounds. First, he said that the receiver 
undertook, at the request of the partners, who all consented to the 
order, to undertake certain duties on their behalf, and the sums ex- 
pended and all liabilities which he incurred properly in the perform 
ance of those duties were so incurred on an implied promise arising 
out of the relation of the parties, or, if not, then out of the fact that 
the expenditure was made, and the liabilities incurred, at the request 
of the partners. Secondly, he said that, so far as the balance was 
made up of sums expended by him in payment of rent or other debts 
for which the partners were liable, he was entitled, under the doctrine 
of subrogation, to stand in the place of the creditors whom he had 
paid, and so to recover from those who were the ultimate debtors. 
Cases had been referred to on the f##® point which established this 
proposition with regard to persongwho were trustees for or in a 
fiduciary capacity towards those for°Whom they acted. Such persons 
incurring expenditure, or making payments in the proper performance 
of their duties, were entitled to be indemnified, not only out of the 
property of which they were trustees, but also by the beneficiaries per- 
sonally. The question to be determined was whether the principle of 
those cases applied to the case of a receiver and manager appointed 
by the court. The position of such a receiver and manager was de- 
scribed by Lord Cairns, then Sir HughsCairns, in the case of Gardiner 
v. London, Chatham and Dover Rail@ay Co. (L. R. 2 Ch. App., at p. 
211) in this way : ‘‘ When the court appoints a manager of a business 
or undertaking, it in effect assumes the management into its own hands; 
for the manager is the servant or officer of the court, and upon any 
question arising as to the character or details of the management, it 
is the court that must direct and decide.”’ And after referring to 


seems to me to! 
The result is that, in my opinion, the | 


not control him; as far as they were concerned he might incur liabili 
ties and spend money without their being able to say a word. His 
lordship thought it a matter of extreme importance that receivers wh 


acted in this manner should know that they must look for indemnity 


to the assets, which were under the control of the court, and that the 
court could not indemnify them otherwise than out of these assets, 
There were many cases in which it would be the greatest hardship j 
the partners were liable for the expenditure of the receiver in matters 
over which they had no control. The receiver here said that this was 
not an ordinary case, because this was a judgment by consent; and by 
consenting the partners had requested him to undertake these liabili 
ties. In his lordship’s opinion that made no difference at all. If he 
were to accede to that argument he would have to hold that in every 


| case the person who put the court in motion would have to indemnify 


the receiver. The fact that the order was made by consent did not 
distinguish this case from the numerous orders usually made in these 
cases. The receiver also put his case on another ground—that he had 
paid certain debts and was entitled to be subrogated to the rights of 


the persons paid. That was the same ground over again, because he 


| could only be entitled to be subrogated if he had paid the debts at 


| the request express or implied of the persons whose debts they were; 


indemnity and reimbursement as a person in a fiduciary | 


and the cases referred to in support of the claim were all cases where 
the debts had been paid by a person who stood in the position of an 
agent of the debtor—an agent, it was true, who was exceeding his 
authority, but who was entitled to be indemnified so far as the assets 
of his principal were not diminished by what he had done. The appli- 
cation therefore failed. His lordship made no-order on the summons 
except that the receiver pay the costs of the application.—Counset, fo: 
the applicant, Cave, K.C., and 7. E. Mansfield ; for the plaintiff in the 
action, J. W. M. Holmes; for .defendants, W. R. Sheldon; R. H 
Roope Reeve. Soricrrors, H. A. Taylor; Ingle, Holmes, Sons, « 


E. Aldis, for James Hall Wright, Birmingham. 
(Reported by Percr T. Carper, Barrister-at-Law.] 


BROWN v. FLOWER. Parker, J. 2nd, 3rd, and 2lst Nov. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT—DeEROGATION FROM GRANT—COVENANT FCR 
Quiet Ensjoyment—Loss or Privacy—-Manpatory INJUNCTION. 
The tenant of a flat complained that his privacy had been inter- 

fered with by the erection of a staircase, and that in permitting it 

to be erected his landlord had derogated from his own grant and had 
committed a breach of the covenant for quiet enjoyment. 

Held, that as the staircase had not rendered the flat materially 1 
fit for the purposes for which it had been demised there had been no 


authorised to borrow a sum of £500, on the security of the assets, for derogation from the landlord's grant, and that a mere annoyance such 


as the loss of privacy did not amount to a breach of the covenant for 
quiet enjoyment. 

In this action the plaintiff, who was the tenant of a ground floor 
flat, asked for an order that the defendant should forthwith caure 
to be removed a staircase leading from the garden in front of the 
plaintiff’s window to a flat above which had been erected during his 
absence. It appeared from the evidence that persons using the stair- 
case could see right into the plaintiff's rooms as they passed, but 


| that tHe staircase itself did not materially lessen the amount of light 








— 


For the plaintiff it was contended that the d> 


coming to the rooms. d 
permitting the erection, had 


fendant (who was the landlord), in 


| derogated from his grant, and that there was a breach of the covenan: 


for quiet enjoyment by the annoyance to the plaintiff and the loss of 


his privacy. 
Parker, J., said the fact that the staircase constituted the only 


| means of access to the flat above seriously affected the plaintiff's 


privacy, for persons using the staircase could see directly into the 
plaintiff’s bedrooms. It was not contended that the staircase itself 
interfered with the amount of light coming to the plaintiff’s windows 
to such an extent as to be actionable on the principle laid down in 
Colle v. Home and Colonial Stores (1904, A. C. 179), but it was said 
that if the plaintiff, in order to secure his privacy, curtained his windows 
with material of sufficient extent and thickness to prevent persons from 
seeing into the rooms, the diminution of the light in the rooms would be 
considerable, and his comfort interfered with. The question was, 
whether under these circumstances the plaintiff was entitled to have 
the staircase removed or to be compensated in damages. The plaintiff 
had relied upon the maxim ‘‘ no one can derogate from his own grant.”’ 
This maxim was generally quoted as explaining certain implications 
which might, owing to special circumstances, arise when an owner of 
land granted or demised a part of it. It was well settled that in 
certain cases a grant or demise would confer upon the grantee or lessee. 
as appurtenant to the land granted or demised, easements over the land 
retained ; but inasmuch as the law did not recognise any easement of 
privacy, it was difficult to see what easement had been interfered with 
y the erection of the staircase in question. But the implications 
usually explained by the maxim did not stop with easements. Under 
certain circumstances there would be implied on the part of the grantor 
or lessor obligations restricting the use of the land retained by him 
further than could be explained by any easement known to the law; 
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thus, if the grant or demise were made for any particular purpose, the 
grantor or lessor would come under an obligation not to use the land 
retained by him in such a way as to render the land granted or demised 
unfit or materially less fit for the particular purpose for which the 
grant or demise had been made. After referring to the cases of Aldin 
y. Latimer, Clark & Co. (42 W. R. 553, 1894, 2 Ch. 437), Grosvenor 


Hotel Co. v. Hemilton 42 W. R. 626, 1894, 2 Q. B. 836), and Herz v. | 


Union Bank of London (2 Giff. 686), his lordship said that in those 
cases the lessors had done, or proposed to do, something which had or 
would have rendered the demised premises unfit for the purposes for 
which the demises had been made. But there was no case which 
extended the implied obligations of a lessor beyond this. Indeed, if 
such obligations were extended beyond this, it was difficult to see how 
they could be limited at all. It would be unreasonable to assume that 
a lessor was undertaking restrictive obligations, which would prevent 
his using the land retained by him for any lawful purpose whatsoever, 
merely because his so doing might affect the amenities of the property 
he had sold. A purchaser could always bargain for the rights he 
deemed indispensable for his comfort. Under these circumstances the 
question was whether the existence of the staircase rendered the 
plaintiff's premises less fit as a residential flat. In his lordship’s 
opinion it did not; it was only the comfort of the persons using the 
rooms that was interfered with by what had been done. Either they 
had less privacy, or, if they secured their privacy by curtains, they 
had less light. It would be extending the implications based on the 
maxim to an unreasonable extent to hold that what had been done in 
this case was a breach of an implied obligation. It had been suggested 
that what had been done constituted a breach of the covenant for 
quiet enjoyment; but this point had not been really pressed, and 
indeed it could hardly have been pressed after recent decisions upon the 
value of such a covenant. It appeared to his lordship that to have con- 
stituted a breach of sucha covenant there must have been some physical 
interference with the enjoyment of the demised premises, and that a 
mere interference with the comfort of persons using the premises by the 
creation of a personal annoyance, such as might arise from the invasion 
of privacy, was not enough. The action, therefore, failed.—Counset, 
Grant, K.C., and F. Baden Fuller ; Martelli, K.C.,and E. A. Wurzburg; 
W. H. Cozens-Hardy and J. Israel. Soricrrors, Leggatts d& Car- 
ruthers; Ellis, Munday, & Clarke; Swepstone, Stone, Barber, & Ellis; 
Evan P. Houle. 
(Reported by F. Brices, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re PYKE, DAVIS v. JEFFREYS. Eve, J. 30th Nov. 
Deep or ARRANGEMENT—PROor—Dovs_e Proor—Proor sy CREDITOR 
—Proor sy Surety ror Dericrency—INTEREST. 
Under a, deed of arrangement containing the usual provisions a surety 
is not entitled to prove for the balance remaining due after the creditor 


has proved and received a dividend in respect of the debt, but he ia | 


entitled to prove for interest on such balance. 


This was an adjourned summons asking whether the plaintiffs were | 


entitled to rank for dividend in respect of a sum for which they were 
liable as sureties. By a deed of arrangement of the 14th of September, 
1908, the debtor assigned his property upon trust to realise the same, 
and to pay his creditors their debts rateably and proportionately 
according to the law of bankruptcy without preference or priority. The 
deed also contained a covenant by the aol not to sue the debtor 
in respect of their debts. At the date of the deed the debtor was 
indebted to his bank in a sum which the plaintiffs had guaranteed. 
The bank proved under the deed for the amount of the principal and 
interest due at the date of the deed, and received a dividend. The 
plaintiffs now claimed to be entitled to prove for the deficiency, for 
which they were still liable to the bank, and for current interest. 


Eve, J.—In September, 1908, the debtor executed a deed of assign- 
ment for the benefit of his creditors. 
to the bank, and in the course of the liquidation the bank proved for 
the sum of £900 odd. The overdraft was guaranteed by the plaintiffs, 
and the bank, having been paid a composition, the guarantors now 
sought to prove for the deficiency, and they also claimed to prove for 
interest on the unpaid balance of the principal moneys until the dis- 
charge of the liability. By the deed of arrangement the debtor assigned 
his property to trustees upon trust to convert and realise the same, and 
to pay the creditors rateably and proportionately according to the law 
of bankruptcy without preference or priority. It was said that if proof 
for the deficiency were admitted the result would not be in accordance 
with the trusts of the deed, that the creditors would not be paid rate- 
ably, but the plaintiffs would receive something in addition to the 
other creditors. I assent to that argument, and hold that the trustees 
are not bound to accept proof in respect of the unpaid balance of the 
Principal money. With regard to interest, different considerations arise. 
The deed contains a covenant by the creditors not to take proceedings 
*gainst the debtor in respect of their debts. The result of that is 
that the creditors cannot sue the debtor. But so far as the present 
applicanté are concerned they remained liable for principal and interest. 
Can they prove in respect of such interest? The bank has struck a 
line at the date of the deed, though they could charge interest until 
payment. Any objection, therefore, as to inequality is removed by 
the bank not proving for subsequent interest. Further, there is the 
covenant by the guarantors to pay interest so long as the debt is sub- 
sisting. and they are entitled to say that the interest shall be now 
capitalized and to prove in the liquidation. That is consistent with 
Re FitzGeorge (1905, 1 K. B. 462), and is not inconsistent with Ze 


He was at that time indebted | 


Moss (1905, 2 K. B. 307). I hold, therefore, that the proof for current 
interest ought to be admitted.—Counset, P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and 
J. D. Crawford ; Clayton, K.C., and D. M. Hogg. Sotrcrrors, W. M. 
Pike; Cooper & Bake. 

(Reported by S. E. Wittrams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re BEWICK. RYLE +. RYLE. Eve, J. 24th Nov. 


Witt—Remoreness—Trvust ro Pay orr MortacaGe ovr or Income— 
Trust ror Sate—Morrtcace Desr Payasie BY INSTALMENTS. 


A testator devised real estate upon trust out of income to pay off the 
mortgages thereon, and then to sell and divide the proceeds among his 
children. The mortgages were repayable by instalments, which, if 
duly paid, would discharge the mortgages within a life in being and 
wenty-one years afte rwards. 

Held, that as the trust for sale would not necessarily arise within 
the prescribed period, the devise was void for remoteness. 

This was an adjourned summons asking for a declaration that the 
trust for the division of the proceeds of sale of the testator’s real estate 
was void as infringing the rule against perpetuities. By his will the 
testator, who died in July, 1909, devised his real estate upon trust out 
of the income to pay off the mortgages thereon, and then to sell his 
real estate and divide the proceeds equally amongst his children then 
living, and the issue of such as should be then dead leaving issue, such 
issue to take the share which their parents would have taken if living. 
At the death of the testator his real estate was subject to two mort 
gages to a building society, by the terms of which the principal money 
and interest thereby secured were repayable by instalments, which, if 
duly paid, would discharge both mortgages within the period of a life 
in being at the death of the testator and twenty-one years afterwards. 

Eve, J.—This summons raises a short point of construction, the 
question being whether the devise of the testator’s real estate is void 
for remoteness. The devise is to trustees ‘‘ upon trust to receive the 
whole of the rents and income thereof, and after paying all rates, 

} taxes and outgoings thereon, and keeping the same in repair, to pay 
off all mortgage charges there may be existing on any of my said real 
estate held by the Blaydon Co-operative Society or others, and upon 
further trust that, as soon as all my said real estate shall be clear 

| of all charges thereon, then such real estate is to be sold by my trustees 
either privately or by public auction, and the proceeds thereof equally 
divided amongst all my children then living, and if any of my children 
shall be then dead, leaving issue, any of whom ¢hall be then living, such 
issue shall take (and equally amongst them if more than one) the share 
which their respective parents would have taken if then living.’’ On 
the face of it that is a devise which is clearly void for remoteness, but 
Mr. Stamp, on behalf of the testator’s grandchildren, says, and says 
rightly, that in applying the rule against perpetuities regard must be 
had to the state of things existing at the death of the testator. At 
that date there were two charges on the realty held by the building 
| society, and by the terms of those charges the principal moneys and 
| interest thereby secured were repayable by instalments, which, if duly 
paid, would discharge both mortgages within the period of a life in 
| being at the date of the testator’s death and twenty-one years after 
wards. It is urged that I ought to assume that the administratrix will 
discharge the obligation by which the testator was bound to pay those 
instalments regularly, and that on that assumption I ought to hold 
that the trust for sale must necessarily arise within the period pre 
| scribed by law. I do not think I can so hold. The rents and income 
| are to be applied primarily in payment of rates, taxes and outgoings, 
| and in keeping the house in repair, and only the surplus remaining after 
those payments have been made is to be applied jin discharging the 
| mortgages, and although it may well be that such surplus will suffice 
to pay all the instalments within the period, I am not at liberty to 
speculate about probabilities (see per Davey, L.J., in Re Wood, 1894, 
| 3 Ch. 387), and unless I am satisfied that the mortgages must be paid 
off within the prescribed period I do not see how I can hold the gift 
| to be good. I think it is too remote, and that the real estate therefore 

| passes under the gift of residue.—Counser, 7’. 7. Methold, H. 7. 

| Methold, J. H. Stamp. Sortcrrors, Brash, Wheeler, Chambers, & 

Co., for J. A. Williamson, Newcastle-on-Tyne. ' 

[Reported by S. E. Wrttrams, Barrister-at-Law. } 








Societies. 
The Lage Association. 


The usual monthly meeting e directors was held at the Law 
Society’s Hall on Thursday, the of December, Mr. F. W. Emery 
being in the chair. The other directors present were: Mr. Birdwood, 
| Mr. Chandler, Mr. Gardiner, Mr. Rider, Mr. Richardson, Mr. Mark 
Waters, Mr. Woodhouse, and the secretary, Mr. E. E. Barron. A vote 
of condolence was passed to the widow and family of the late Mr. 
8. J. Daw, one of the vice-presidents, and for many years a treasurer 
of the association, the sum of £105 was voted for the relief of several 
necessitous cases, and other gen@s@l business was transacted. 











We regret to learn that Mr. James Thomas Scott, the secretary of 
the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association for the past twenty-seven years, 
died on the 29th ult. His death will be a great loss to the association 
and the profession, by whom he was greatly respected. 
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Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Students’ Societies. 


LAW Stupents’ Depatinc Socrety.—Dec. 6.—Chairman, Mr. Black 
well.—The subject f debate was ‘That this House is opposed to 
any policy of Home Rule for Ireland.’’ Mr. Bartlett opened in the 


affirmative, Mr. Melville opened in the negative. The following mem 


bers continued the debate Messrs. Ennis, Parry, W. 8. Jones, 
Gurney, Krauss, Burg Vere Bass, Coe, H. F. Rubinstein, Shearn, 
Willcocks, Meyer, and Varley. The motion was carried by five votes. 

BrinMINGHAM LAW Srupents’ Society.—Dec. 6.—A joint debate was 


held between the members the Birmingham Law Students’ Sox ety 
and representatives of the Bristol Law Students’ Society. The chair 
was taken by Mr. R. A. Willes, barrister-at-law. The subject for 
discussion was: ‘‘ That modern civilization tends to increase rather 
than alleviate human suffering.’’ Mr. L. R. Archer (Bristol) opened 
in the affirmative, and was supported by Messrs. Maurice I. Clutterbuck 
(Birmingham), C. H. Sloan (Bristol), and A. B. Turner (Birmingham). 
Mr. G. H. Willcox (Birmingham) opened in the negative, and was 
supported by Messrs. H. G. Adams (Bristol), H. D. Price (Birming 
ham), and M. H. Laxton (Bristol). After the openers had replied, the 
chairman summed up. The motion wasthen put to the meeting, when 
the affirmative won by thirteen to seven. A vote of thanks to the 
chairman concluded the proceedings. 

PiymovuTH, Stonenouse AND Devonport Law Stupents’ Socrery.— 
Dec. 1.—The president, Mr. R. J. Fittall (Town Clerk, Devonport), in 
the chair rhe subject for discussion was as follows: ‘‘ A., a drunken 
man, enters a public-house, his condition not being observed by the 
landlord. A. asks for 3d. worth of rum, and places 3d. on the counter. 
Before A. can, or does in fact, touch the rum, or the landlord has 
taken up the 3d., the police enter and warn the landlord, who con- 
sequently removes the rum, which has never been touched by A. A. 
takes up the 3d., and is taken into custody by the police. Has a 
sale within the meaning of section 13 of the Licensing Act, 1872, been 
effected? In other words, did the property in the rum pass to A.?”’ 
Yor the affirmative : Messrs. 8. Leighton Heard and Norman J. Bickle. 
For the negative : Messrs. Cedric H. Akaster and J. Woolland. The 
following also spoke: Messrs. Cyril J. Geldard, H. J. Howland, and 
Herbert J H. Hawken. Mr. Heard having replied, the chairman 
summed up, and put the motion to the meeting, when the affirmative 
was carried by 6 votes. 


Obituary. 
Mr. A. P. Whately. 


We regret to announce the death, on the 4th inst., of Mr. Arthur 
Pepys Whately, formerly of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, at the age 
of eighty-one years. He was the son of the Rev. Thomas Whately, 
rector of Chetwynd, Salop, and was educated at Christ Church, Oxford. 
He was called to the Bar in 1854, and practised as a conveyancer for 
some forty years until his retirement several years ago. He had, we 
believe, a considerable circle of clients, who reposed great confi- 
dence in the soundness of his opinions and his skilful draftsmanship 
He was, in fact, generally reputed a learned real property lawyer and a 
clear-headed adviser on all matters coming within his jurisdiction. He 
found time occasionally, when in full practice, to send to this journal 
letters on points which interested him, always expressed in clear, 
accurate and concise language. He was elected a member of The 
Institute (of Conveyancers) in 1868, and was at the time of his retire 
ment in 1905 one of the oldest members, and was remarkable for the 
regularity of his attendance at the meetings. Although a singularly 
silent, reserved, and apparently unemotional man, he seemed to relish 
the opportunity of meeting his colleagues in friendly social intercourse. 
He married in 1870 the eldest daughter of the late Mr. George Rooper. 








Legal News. 
Appointment. 


Mr. Stantey Owen BuckMastemg@—iC., has been elected a Bencher 
of the Honourable Society of Lintoln’s-inn, in succession to the Jute 


Mr. Theodore Aston, K.C, 





General. 


The London Gazette for the 2nd inst, contains an Order in Council 
revoking the Order of the 26th of —, 1892, which made pro- 
vision for the prosecution of appeal#¥rém the Court of Queen’s Bench 
of the Province of Manitoba, and making, in place of them, regulations 
‘with a view to equalising, as far as may be, the conditions under 


which His Majesty’s subjects beyond the seas shall have a right of 
appeal to His Majesty in Council and of promoting uniformity in the 
practice and procedure on such appeals.” 


At an inquest held at Faversham on Wednesday, says the Times, Mr. 
Edward Hilleary,.solicitor, of 5, Fenchurch-buildings, E.C., 
identified the body of a man found dead in a first-class railway carriage 
on Tuesday as that of his brother, Leicester Mount Hilleary, who had 
been in partnership with the witness and his father. The witness said 
his brother had had no financial troubles, but for some time had been 
in indifferent health and had been much worried over the illness of his 
son, for the benefit of whose health he had gone to live at Margate. 
The jury found that he committed suicide whilst of unsound mind, and 
expressed deep sympathy with the relatives. 


George 


Evidence on the desirability or otherwise of a sentence to a long 
term of penal servitude carrying with it a dissolution of the marriage 
tie was, says the Daily Mail, given by prison officials on Tuesday befoie 
the Divorce Commission. Mr. Basil Home Thomson, secretary to the 
Prison Commission and lately governor of Dartmoor Convict Prison, 
said he did not think that there was any demand for divorce on the 
ground of prolonged imprisonment, because the wife who was.attached 
to her husband would not apply for it, and the woman who might 
apply for it would go away and live with another man without going 
to the expense of a divorce. Another reason against divorce on such 
a ground was that a judge in sentencing a prisoner to a long term 
would in one case be awarding a terrible addition to his sentence where 
the man was attached to his wife, and, in another, where the man was 
unmarried or cared nothing for his wife, he would be imposing the 
bare sentence of imprisonment. The judge would have no evidence 
to enable him to distinguish between the two types of cases. Dr. 
Treadwell, medical officer of the convict prison at Parkhurst, thought 
that the severance of the marriage tie would in very many instance 
remove a powerful incentive towards good behaviour in prison, and 
to possible endeavour towards a better life when free. It might also 
lead to considerable depression and despondency, possibly leading to 
suicidal impulse, and it would in some cases, no doubt, engender bitter 
feelings of revenge to be brooded over and fostered during imprison- 
ment and acted upon after reiease. 


The more closely the institutions of barbarous or semi-barbarous 
nations are studied, says the Journal of the Society of Comparative 
Legislation, the greater appear their diversities. We have learned to 
realise the immense variety of dialects to be found within a small area 
of Africa, for example. We are beginning to do the same with respect 
to the laws and institutions of such races. Mr. Torday, in a paper 
lately read at the Geographical Society on the ‘‘ Land and Peoples of 
the Kassai Basin,’’ brings out this point in several striking ways. For 


| example, as to inheritance, he remarks as to the Baboma tribe, ‘‘a 


peculiarity in their social organisation is seen in the fact that a man’s 
property is inherited by his wife if he has no brothers (who are the 
normal heirs.) To this there is an exception in the case of the 
chieftainship, which, if the deceased has left no brother, descends to the 
son, or, failing a son, to the daughter.’’ In the neighbouring tribe of 
the Basonge, ‘‘ power is inherited in the male line, but the actual 
successor is chosen by the senior elder after consultation with another 
or with the others.’” Among the Basongo Meno, ‘‘the property of a 
man is inherited by his children in order of age and irrespective of 
sex.”’ Among the Bankutu, property descends in the male line, but 
there are indications that at one time relationship was considered 
stronger on the female side. Among the Bapindji, property descends 
in the female line. The tribes or sub-tribes with these varied customs 
live in economic circumstances much alike; a fact worthy of the con- 


| sideration of those who are tempted to indulge in plausible explana- 





tions of legal differences by purely economical causes. 
; 

In an appeal in a case of Grimshaw d: Co. v. Parker, from a decision 
of the judge of the Clerkenwell County Court, it was stated, says the 
Times, that the trial had taken twelve days in the court below. Mr. 
Justice Phillimore said that the case was a melancholy one and 
illustrated in a remarkable manner the misfortunes of the present proce- 
dure in the county courts. It was an action to recover £67 3s., and 
there was a counterclaim for damages for breach of contract which 
might to some extent have enlarged the area of the litigation. There 
was a tender of £37 odd without an admission of liability, so that 
there was in dispute £30 on the statement of claim and the uncertain 
element of damages on the counterclaim. The case took eleven days 
to hear in the county court, and there was another part of a day upon 
which the judge delivered judgment. On the second or third day of 
the hearing, by a sensible agreement between the parties, a good deal 
of time which would otherwise have been spent in court was saved by 
a referee or assessor experienced in technical matters bemg appointed. 
The parties attended by counsel on each occasion, and there were 
witnesses present on nearly every day when the case was heard, besides 
attendances by counsel and expert witnesses before the assessor. All 
this time and expense were expended upon deciding the question to 
which he had referred. It was not as if one could find any person of 
whom one could complain that his conduct had prolonged this inquiry. 
What was the explanation? The explanation seemed to that owing 
to the pressure of business in the court and the interval at svhich the 
various hearings took place, much of what had occurred on preceding 
days was forgotten, and a number of questions had accordingly to be 
asked over again. It was safe to say that if the case had been tried 
in the High Court of Justice it would have taken no more than one- 
quarter of the time occupied, and, allowing for the additional expenses 
in the High Court, it would have been conducted at less than half 
the expense. It was a lamentable state of things, due entirely to the 
fault of the Legislature in the first instance in conferring such large 
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jurisdiction on the county courts; and, secondly, in not providing that 
the county courts should be properly staffed. 


An appeal was heard by the Court of Criminal Appeal on Wednes- 
day against the conviction and sentence on Francis Er 

solicitor of twenty-three years’ standing, who was convicted of fraud 
as a@ trustee, and was sentenced to five years’ penal servitude. The court 
dismissed the appeal 


A letter from the London County Council to the Court of Common | 


Council suggesting the trial of all quarter sessions cases at the 


Central Criminal Court and inviting the Corporation to confer with | 


them upon the subject was, says the 7'imes, referred for consideration 
to the Court of Aldermen and the City Lands Committee. 


In reference to an application made on the 2nd inst. as to a case in 
the list, Mr. Justice Channell stated, says the 7'imes, that it had been 
arranged that those cases which appeared in the Friday's list and were 
not disposed of should, whether part heard or not, be put in the Satu 
day's list if they were of such a length that they could be finished on 
the Saturday, say, by 2 o'clock. 

A reception was given on Tuesday to the Lord Chief Justice and 
His Majesty’s Judges at the new laboratories of the Royal Institute 
of Public Health. Demonstrations were given of the chemical, spectro- 
scopical, and serological (precipitin) tests for the detection of human 
blood and its differentiation from that of other animals. The Principal, 
Professor William R. Smith, M.D., said, according to the Times, that 
the tests which up to quite recently had been relied upon for the 
determination of the nature of supposed bloodstains were of three kinds 

microscopical, spectroscopical, and chemical. While in certain criminal 
inquiries, such as those for murder, a medical witness, by the use of 


such tests, could speak positively as to certain stains being those of | 


blood, he was unable to depose as to their source, except in the case 
of a fresh specimen, and then only as to its mammalian origin. Now, 
by means of a biological or precipitin test, they were enabled to detect 
the presence of albumin, even in such a diluted form as 1 to 100,000; 
the test afforded evidence of the origin of the albumin, answering 
definitely the question whether it was human or animal. This test for 
human blood had now been officially required in Prussia and else- 
where in certain medico-legal inquiries. 





Royat Navat Cottrcr, Ossorne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘‘ How to 
Become a Naval Officer”’ (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart- 
mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook- 
street, London, W. [Apvrt.] 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Reoistrass 1x ATTENDANCE OF 








Emuznozxoy Arrzat Court Mr, Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. Rota. No, 2, Joyo, Swixves Eavy 
Monday, Dec. 12 Mr Borrer Mr Real Mr Farmer Mr Greswell 
Tuesday ......... 13 Leach Borrer Bloxam Beal 
ots Farmer Leach Theed Borrer 
Bloxam Farmer Church Leach 
Theed Bloxam Synge Farmer 
Charch Theed Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Mr. Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Wanrnisoros. NeviLuie. Papxenr. Eva, 
Monday, Dec. 12 Mr Church Mr Leach Mr Theed Mr Goldschmidt 
Tuesday ....... » 13 ynge Farmer Chare'! Greawell 
Wednesday ...... 14 Goidechmidt Bloxam Synge Heal 
Thursday. a Greswel) Theed Goldschmidt Borrer 
 sccvenctscee OO Beal Church Greswell Leach 
Saturday ....-... 17 Borrer Synge Beal Farmer 








| Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lrurtep tw Caawozry. | 
London Gacette.—Faivar, Dec. 2. | 
Comuerciat Exeravine Co, Lrp—Petn for win up, preset ted Nov 29, directed to | 

be heard Dec 13. Blondeil & Co, Serjeants’ rg kd solors for petners. Notice | 


of aopearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon | B 


of Dec 12 | 

Groner Sranxs & Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 29, to send their 
Dames and addresses, and the psrticulars of ir debts or claims to Alexander 
Brooke Bryden, 1084, Car non st, iiq: idator 

Javosyxo S¥KpIcatTs, ‘Lep—Creditors a-e required, on or before Dec 31, to send their | 
bames and addresses, and the particulars cf their devts or claims, to Evelyn Henry | 
Raynward Trenow Baifour Houee, Finsbury pv mat, liquidator 

yp Pag Ry et ag ing Eapeenged Bow 26, directed to be | 

18. Nye ’ inn, Temple, solors. of appearing must 

reach the above named pot later than six o’clock in the afternoon of Dec 12 . 

Paste Geass Ineveance Co oy 18 City or Loxvos, Lap—Creditors are required, on | 
or before Dec 28, to names and addresses, and the viculsrs of their 
debts or claims, © Edward Phippa: d George Rogers aad Stanley Eiscomnss Rogera, 
care of Lindsay & Co, Ironmonger In, liquidator 


rnest Swann, a 


“MORE FOR THE SAME MONEY” 


describes in a sentence the IMPROVED ANNUITY 
RATES now offered by THE CENTURY. 


| EXAMPLES 
A Male Life, aged 60, can for £1,000 bay A LIFE 


INCOME of : : . - £90 18 4 
The average of British Life Cflices is - - - 87 17 6 
Difference in favour of CENTURY - : £3 O10 





| Full Prospectus on application 


CENTURY 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LTD, 
EDINBURGH (Head Office): 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE. 


Agency applications invited, 








Srsvsoipsat Wiraep Guass Co, Lrp—Petn for winding vp, —. - Nov 29, directed 
to be heard Dec 18. Dunderdale & Co, London; wall, solors, Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Dec 13 

Suira’s Foroines Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, «<n or before Dec 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Thomas 
Ledsam, 16, Waterloo st, Birmingham, liquidator 

Unrwrcamuascte Frum anp Cettv.orm Sraptoare Leo (1m Ligvioatios) — Creditors 
are requi ed, on or before Dec 31, to send in their names and addres-es, and the par- 
ticulars of their clairas or debts, to Wiiliam Henry Steatiford, 1, Broad et pl, 
hquidator 

Vapity Fara, Lrp—Creditora are reqoired, on or before Dec 19, to send their names 
and addresses, and the iculers of tceir debts or claime, to Albert Frederick Stwy, 
119 and 120, London well, liquidator 

Vopew Synpicats, Lrp— itors are required, on or before Jan 4, to send in their 

| names ana addresses, with particulare of their debts or ciaime, to Arthur Taylor, 24, 

| College hill, liquidator 

| W. J. Hoppaap & Sons, Lev (tw Votvntany Ligvrpation)—Cred‘tora are required, 

on or before Dec 19, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 

—_ or claims, to A. J. Church, “ Woodcroft,” Corbylands rd, New Eltham, 

iquidator 


JOINT BTOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitep tm Omanoner, 
London Gazette,—Turspar, Dec. 6, 


Bay or Istawps State Synprcatz, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 21, 
to send their names and addresses, and tne particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Christopher Charies Wils»n, Finsbury pymnt, liquidator 

Epvwasp BE, Jauzs & Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 31, to send 
their names and addresses, ani the particulars of their debts or claims, to Oscar 
Berry, Monument eq, Londoa Bridge Hyman & Co, Guildhall chambers, solors 
for the liquidator 

H. Moxpy & Co (1907), Lrp (1 Votostany Ligvrpation)—Creditora are required 
on or before Dec 13, to send in their names aud addresses, and the particala’s o 
their claims, to Roger Neale Carter, 16, Keonedy st, Manches.er. Leigh & Co, 
Mancheeter, soiors for the liquidator 

Lituy Sarprine Co, Lrp (aw Votumtary Ligutpatroxs)—All persons having claims 
are required to send ia particulars, on or vefore Dec 16, to W. T. Walton, 3, Scar- 
borough st, Weet Hartlepool, liquidator 

Maison Mautyes, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 18, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Joha 
= iam Brown, lil, Piccadilly. Biddle & Co, Aldermanbury, solors for the 

quidator 

New Fitw Hratwwe Co, Lav—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 3, directel to bs 
heard Dec 20, Arnatt, John st, Bedford row, solor for the petners. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-n&med not later than 6 o'clock in toe afternoon of 
Dec 19 


Reoorsta Beoxenw Hitt Devetorment Co, Lrp (InconroraTep rm 1906, anp iW 
Liqvuipation)—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 16, vo send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars uf their debts or claims, to Edward Dexter, 21, [ron- 
monger In. Ingle & Co, Capel House, New Broad st, solors to the liquidator 

| Sanacr Mines, Lrpo—Creditors are req on or before Jan 17, to avod their names 

and aturesses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Punsford, 6, 

Q.een st}l. Fiancis & Johnson, Great Winchest®r st, solors for the liquidator 








Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gasette.—Furpay, Dec, 2. 


Maraye (Persx) Rosser Sywvrcare, Lev, 

Covowt. Lapvsraiat Taust, Lap, 

J. W. Goroon & Co, Lrv, 

UNInetamMM Bere Fitm anv CeLivLomw Sxypicarte, Lev, 
Evans & Sons, Leo. " 

Grants, Lev. 

Ixcorporatep SocieTy FOR THE DastR VOmIOM, OF Veruin. 
Gitirs Extanpep, Lp, 

Lott, Lane, & Co, Lap, 

Fuanco-Canapian A@axoy or Loxpon, Lp, 
Franopamec OCorrenr, Lro. 

Wesrratian Consouipatso Investusxt Oo, Lrv. 

Bow Woop Tu«stxe Co, Lro. 

James Anmeraone & Sons, Lop. 

U. M, R, Syepicats, Lrv, 

Javornzo Syyxpicats, Lev, 

Caicarstses anp Utsratcr Evscrarco 4 Co, Lap, 





Nantes Ixpvusraizs, Lrp. 

Wvopwarps (Leien), Leo, 

Crry or Lowpow Puecnass ann Reattzation Co, Lev, 
House Purcuase Associarios, Lire. 

Tres Corp Sronaes vo, Lrp. 

Rermeveance Syraprcars, Lrv. 


Scammonoven Motor Use Co, Lap —Ureduors are required, on or before Dec 19, to | Jonn Buices (Gomexsa:.), Lro 
send in their names and addreses, aad the particulars of their debts or claims, to lh ons Leaner po Cons Co, 


W. 8. Robinson, Huntriss chabrs, Scarborough, liquidator 


Vopves Srxpicars, Lrp. 
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London Gazetts.—Touspay, Dec. 6. 
Saerrrecp Garerr Horst, Lev. 
Pavperriuat Reererer, Lrp, 
Berrian Mitustows Gerr Co, Lro. 
Iwovsratat Satections, Lrp. 
Provioexr Prats Gass Iveveawcn Co, Lap. 
H. Payee & Co, Leo. 
Svummeapows (Eastsovers) Laws Tawsrs axp Caogver Cxivs, Lr. 
Avpuier, Lro. 
Eowarpe Carmtets, Lro. 
Botrviaw Srwptcats, Lev, 
Watcor, Lop. 
Sittsy Wee & Co, Liv. 
Saveur Mines, Lro 
Emrness Prorors Pataces, Lev. 
Kwanas Execosation Co, Lp. 
Rowa.t, Jomzs & Co, Lrv. 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


. _~ ee + pen, Desssemep. Buawerrs, & Baposwrr, at the Mart, at 

reeho ailding Estate an: Property (see advertiseme page, 
Nov. 19 and 26 and Dec. 3). ° é -_ -™ 

Deo. 14.—Messrs. Danizy Sxrrm, Som, & Oancey, at the Mart, at 2: Freshold 
Property (see advertisement, back page, Dec. 3). 

Dec. 15.—Mesers. H. BE, Fostrsa & Onaprietp, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions, Life 
Interests, Debentares, 4c. (see adverticement, Lack page, this week). 


Crediturs’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Dar or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Faipar, Nov 18, 


ARBUTHNOT, FREDERICK Groras, Bexley Dec19 Hart & Co, Chancery In 

Braces, SARAH ANN, Bridgnorth, ne Deo 0 T&E Slan y, Newcastle 

MARKER, ELIZA ALICE, South Boston, Massachusetts, USA Jan2 Stout, Leeds 
BATBAU, HELENE BLANCHE, Gunter grove, Chelsea Dec 31 Kirk. Eildon st 

HENSON, WILLIAM, Dewsbury, Farmer Dec5 Laycock & Co, Huddersfield 

DENTLEY, CHARLES SAVILLE, Sheffield, Coemist Nov 25 Jackson & Jackson, Sheftield 
BERRY, WILLIAM, Wigan, Surgeon Dec 1 Wilson, Wigan 

BLAMIRES, H@eRyY, Marton, ur Blackpool Ramsden & Co, Huddersfield 
BURTWELL, Groner, Brentwood, Essex Decl9 EF & H Landon, New Broad st 
CARWARDINE, FREDERICK HoL@aTE, Lowestoft Dec 25 Morton & Son, Halst ead, 




















| ASTON, THEODORE, Dorki 


MARCHANT, ALICE, Chiswick Jan11 Treasury Solicitor, 276, Koyal Courts of Justice 
Mancmsan, Sama, Chiswick Jauil Treasury Solicitor, 276, Royal Courts of Justice, 
ra 


MARSDEN, JANE SHAW, Morecambe, Lan-aster Jan 2 Bannister, Morecambe 
MAYBEAD, JOHN FREDERICK, Kingston upon Thames Dec 31 Sherrard & Sons, 


Gresham st 

MowtaGu, Col Horace, Pall Mall Dec19 Wigan & Co, Nor’olk House, Victoria 
embankment 

NIXON, ToM, Sheffield, Pawnbroker Jan 16 Barker, Sheffield 

Seizes, Josepn, — Birmingham Dec 22 Clarke & Co, Birmingham 

STUBBERSFIELD, EMILY, Southborough, Tanbridge Wells Dec 20 Holman & Co, Lioy¢s 


av, Fenchurch st 
ee - t, JoHN, Newcastle upon Tyre Dee 18 Stanford & Lamaert, Newcastle upon 
i 


yne 
RAMSDEN, JOHN THOMAS (otherwise THOMAS), Liverpool, Professional Violinist Jan 17 
‘ Houston, Duchy of Lancaster Office, London 
—— — GRAVES, Albert Palace mans, Battersea Jan 4 Loxley & (0, 
‘heaps: 
Whrre, WILLIAM Groros, Jarrow, Durham, Pawnbroker Dec 15 Stobo & Livingston, 
Newcastle on Tyne 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 25. 

. Surrey Dec 24 Hopgoods & Dowson, Spring gdus 
BALL, Gzor@z LxEopoLD, Devonport, Devon, Bootmaker Dec 23 Pearce, Dsvon ort 
BELL, MARY ANN, Caldbeck, Cumberland Dec 31 Soulby, Malton, Yo: ks 
Bruce, EDWARD WILLIAM, Gillingham, Kent Dec 24 Wood & McLellan, Chatham 
Buesy, WILLIAM, Leicester Dec25 Harvey & Clarke, Leicester 


| meee eed BLOMFIELD, Grove End rd, 8t Johu's Wood Dec 31 Cohen & Dunn, 
y 


CHARLES, THOMAS Moors, Park hill, Clapham pk Dec18 Minchin & Co, Laurence 
Pountney In | 

CLAPHAM, Epwrts, Cushion ct, Old Broad st Dec 31 £E 1& Si is, Finsbury | 
circus 


CLoTWoRTHY, RopERt, Highfeld, Upper Norwood Dec 18 Lee & Co, Queen Victoria st 

CoCKSHOOT, JOSEvH, Manchester, Coach Proprietor Dec 22 Chapman & Co. Manchester 

COOK, JAMB&S, Guisborough, Platelayer Dec 26 Buchannan & Richardson, Guisborough 

CRAMPTON, SARAH, Hale,Chester Dec 17 Nicholls & Cu, Aitrincham 

DUERDEN, GeoneR, Lower Broughton, Lancaster Dee 24 Brect & Co, Manchester 

FOLLETT, ELLEN, Easton Royal, Wilts Dec 10 Symuuds & Sons, Dorchester 

GIBBONS, EMILY, Edgb «ston, Birmingham Dec gl Johnson & Co, Birmingham 

GUNN, Letitia, Aylesbury, Buckingham Decl7 Horwood & James, Aylesbury 

HAMMOND, Epwakb, Mansfeld, Novtingham, Coach Bailder Dec 31 Alcock. Mansfield 

HARMENS, ALEXIS Duco, Orme sq, Bayswater, Merchant Dec 31 Selim, Minciug In 

HakveyY, EMMA, Durham rd, Manor Park Dec 22? Betteley, Surrey st 

HESELER, BERNHARD RichaRDsoN, Dover Dec 16 Upton & Co, Laurence Pountney 
hill 

HINDLE, MaRGaRRT, Accrington Dec 12 Barlow & Rowland, Accrington 

JOBL, JONATHAN EOMONDSON, Newcastle upoa Tyne, Barrister Dec 31 Joel & Parsons, 
Newcastle upon lyne 

JOHNSON, SOSANNAH, Bridlington Dee 15 Jackson & Co, Hull 

Jones, WILLIAM, Horton, Penrice,Glam Des 31 Thomas & Co, Swansea 

KERPOOT, GeorGek, Blackburn Dec 14 Neville, Choriey 

MILLER, JouN, Clifton, Bristol Dee 31 Meade-King & Co, Bristol 

NELSON, ELIZA, Edgbaston, Warwick Dec 17 HBalcen & fon, sirmingham 

OLD, CHARLES AMBROSE, Gt Grimsby Dec 17 Norton & Howe, Manchester 

OWNER, JE-SK, Sharpness, Gloucester Dec 21 Anstey, Bristol 

PIERREPONT, HENRY AUGUSTUS, Gardozo rd, Holloway Dec 15 Bikin & Henriques, 
Salters’ Hall ct 

Poasos, ANN, Rastrick, York Jan 1 

POOLE, JAMES, Newcastle under Lyme, Builder Dec 20 T & E Slaney, Newcastle 

RICHARDS, JOHN, Merthyr Tydfil, Licensed Victualler Dec 31 Lewis, Merthyr Tydfil 

Riper, Joun, Norfolk st, Strand, Solicitor Dec 19 Whitworth, Norfolk st 

KIMELL, FREPERICK Grones, Welbeck st Dec3i Bennett & Cy., King’s Bench walk 


Ayrton, Brighouse 


| PopMORE, GEORGE HENRY, Altrincham, Wine. Merchant 


CHOWN , WILLIAM, Starcross, Devon, Butcher Dec2 Geare & Mathew, Exeter 

CoxoN, GEORGE EpwarD, New Bewick, Alnwick, Earmer Dec 33 Sanderson & Weather- 
head, Berwick upon Tweed 

Dosson, EDWARD JAMES, Stanger, Colony of Natal Dec 20 Norton & Co, Old 


at 
DowNING, WILLIAM JoHN, Costham, Redcar Dec 28 Wethey, Middlesbrough 
EDWARDS, GrorGE, Holmesdale rd, South Norwood, Engineer Dec 23 Blan iell 
& Co Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st 
FLOWER, HELEN SEYMoUR, Kent House, Ken sington-court Jan 1 Flower & Flower, 
Norfolk st, Strand 
HENDERSON, JOHN ARCHIBALD, Alvechurch, Worcester Dec 31 Hulme, Worcester 
HILL, Miss ANN, Liversedge, York, Costumier Dec 22 _Ibberson, Heckmondwike 
HINDER, GeorGE LANGFORD, CB, Reading Dec 31 Nicholson & Crouch, Surre; s', 


St Helier, Jersey Jan 14 Nicol & Co, Lime st 
Jane 12 Chambers & Chambers, Brighouse 
* Dec 23 Ruston, Chatteris 


ran 
HUMBLE, JANE METCALF 
JONES, ANNE, Huddersfiel 
LAMBE, ELIZABETH, Chatteris, Cambri 
LILLY, ELEANOR JANE, St Mark's cres, Regent's Park Dec 31 Hughes & Co, Bedford 

st. Covent garden 

LOVEDAY, GEORGE, Cheltenham Jan 7 Earengey, Cheltenham 
Lowney, JAMES, Blackpool Dec 31 Parkinson, Blackpool 
MACAN, JAMESON JOHN, Cheam, Surrey Dec 31 Ford & Co, Bloomsbury sq 
Maso, EDWARD, Beeston, Nottingham Dec 30 Harding & Barnett, Leicester . 
NICKISSON, ARTHUR CRCIL HERBERT, Brunswick gdns, Kensington Jan 2 Jones, New 


ct, Lincoin’s inn 
Jan 7 Earengey, Cheltenham 


PEARSON, ALBERT EMANUEL, Cheltenham 
PSARSON, ANNIE LovISA, Cheltenham Jan7 Earengey, Vheltenham 
Dec 24 Nicholls & Co, 


Altrincbam 
RANNS, JosePH, Wakefield, Stationer Jan 7 Stewart & Chalker, Wakefield . 
Reiv, HENRY, Herstmonceux, Sussex Dec 23 Snow & Co, Great St Thomas Apost'e 


| ROBERTSON, THOMAS, Park st, Grosvenor sq Dec 30 Kingsford & Co, Hythe, Kent 


RoBINSON, LOUISA KINSEY, Prestby, nr Macclesfield Dec 24 Mair & Co, Macclesfield 


| SCHWABACHER, CHARLES, Kue de Berri, Paris Dec 31 Beyfus & Beyfus, Lincoln's inu 


flelus 


| SIMMONS, BLIZABETH, Wokingham, Berks Dec 17 Rawstorne 


| SMITH, MARY HANNAH, 


ROLLS, The Hon CHARLES STEWART, South Lodgs, Rutland gate, London Dev 24 


Johnsons & Co, New +q, Lincoln's inn 

STEWART, WALTER Houston, Whitley Bay, Northumberland, Master Mariner 
Brown & Holliday, North Shields 

TATTERSALL, JAMES, Bamford, nr Rochdale, Cotton Manufacturer Jan 1 
Heywood 

TOWNSHEND, MARIANNE OLIVER, Tunbridge Wells Dee 14 
flelds 

TURNER, GRORGINA Louisa, Sheffield Jan1 Aliderson & Co, Sheffield 

West, EMMA, Lawa cres, Kew gdos Dec 9 Sanders, Chancery In 

WoORMWELL, Jou, Gisburn, Yorks, Farmer Dec 28 Baldwin & Co, Clitheroe 


London Gazette.—Tussapary, Nov. 22. 
AARON, WILLIAM, Oswestry Jan 1 coceoey gen. Cowen? 
BAUMGARTNER, CHARLES AsTRY OcTAVIU Court rd, Hammersmith Jan 3 
Hunnybun & Sons, Huntingdon ee: 
BROOKE, ELLs, Huddersfield, Printer ercy, Huddersfield 


CLARKE, WILLIAM, Southend on Sea Dec 13 Cooper, Southend on Sea 
ConEN, Isaac, Winterbrook rd, Dulwich “chine Barti<tt & Gluckstein, Piccadilly 


Dec 19 


Somerville, Lin o In's inn 









DISHINGTON, ALEXANDER, Stalybridge, Ches' 138 Innes, Manchester 

GoopMaN, Mrs FLoRA, Sutherland, av, ale Dec 21 Ashford, Great Marl- 
borough st 

Gray, \ a Whitby, York, General Outfitter Jan 22 Woodwark & White, 
Whitb 


HALL, JouN, Manchester, Silversmith Dec 19 Marson, Manchester 

JACKSON, ELIZABETH SARAH MARIA, 1 Green-Armytage, Bristol 

emer) Forest Hall, North 23 Maughan & Hall, Newcastle 
on 

JONES, Sir ALPRED Lewis, KCMG, Aigburth, Liverpool, Shipowner Febi1 Forwood 
& Williams, Liverpool 

KILLINGBRCK, ANN, Wakefield Jan6 Haworth, Wakefield 

LINDLEY, JosHUA, Manchester Dec 31 Bullock Co, Manchester 

Luxmoorg, JonN TonKIN, Newton Abbot, Devon Dec 20 Ford & Co, Exeter 

MAKENS, Joan, Ringshall, Suffolk, Farmer Dec 22 Hayward & Son, 5 






Bouchier, | 
| BERTRAND, JEAN MARIE, Rue de Sainton 





eigh, Surrey Dec 31 Simpson & Co, Gracechurch s 
eav 


Symoxps, Witttam Taomas, Croydon Dec 2t Hare & Co, Temple chmbrs, Tem 


Tayrioa, Faaxors, Blackburn, Wholesale Fish Dec 19 Backhouse, 
Torwer, Rionarp, Maryon rd, Chariton Jan 26 Stone, Woolwich 
Uxpeawoop, Euizaseta Ruts, Kingston upon Hull Dec 15 Woodhouse & Chambers, 


Hull 
Uxprawoon, Heiex, Kingston upon Hull Dec 15 Woodhouse & Chambers, Hull 
Watarn, Jaurs, let Dec23 Tatham & Lousada, Old Broad st 
vee Samus. pe La Gaaxoe, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick Jan 6 Mathews & Co, 
irmingham 
Warour, Wiitiam Jaues, Manchester Dec 28 Hockin & Co, Manchester 
, London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Nov. 29. 
ADDERLEY, JonN, Wapping, Iron Driller Jan 5 Clark, Newcastle upon Tyne 
ALCOCK, WILLIAM, Manchester Dec 26 Barrow & Smith, Manchester 
ALLISON, JOSEPH, Hessle, York, Pu lican Dec10 Hutley, Leeds 
ARMITAGE, WILLIAM, Hoylake, Cheshire, Fisherman Jan 2 Woolcott & Co, West 
Kirby, Cheshire 
ATEINGON, RALPH, Newcastle upon Tyne Dec 31 Davies & Co, Newcastle upon 
Tyne 
BARTON, MARK, Butley, Chester, Licensed Victualler Dec19 Daniel, Macclesfield 
Cc , Licensed Victualler Dec 19 Daniel, Macciesfieid 
BRON Want Roker Sunderiand Dec 90. Brown & Holliday, North Shields 


BatTrs, ADA Mary, er, Sunderian 
BaTEs, JOHN PICKERING, Fairmoor, nr Morpeth Dec 30 Brown & Holliday, North 


—s Paris Dec15 Duffy, Basinghall st 


Ze, 
CHADWICK, SARAH ANN, Southport Dec 21 Wilmot & Hodge, Sout 
CHRISTMAS, THOMAS HENRY, Roupell st, Lambeth, Flour Importer 22 Mount & 
Co, Gracechurch st 


Cox, CHARLES JAMES, Basford, Nottingham Jan 10 Cox, Nottingham 
Davies, GORGE, Barnsbury st, Islington, Actuary Dec 19 Rubinstein & Co, Ray- 


mond bi 
EwIne, JAMES, Stretford, nr Manchester Dec 26 Barrow & Smith, Manchester 
GARNER, MARY ANN, Gosberton, Lincoln Dec 30 Smith «& Co, Dovington, or 
Spaldi 


ng 
, Carter Dec21 Wilmot & Hodge, Southport 
+ ——— pel or gy ndrew’e, Bristol, Contractor Dec 31 Plaskitt & Co, Cop- 


GRESHAM THOMAS, St 
Oxford st Jan7 Yarde & Co, Raymond bidgs 
r mond 


tha!l av = - 
1HARDS, New 
Grirritas, DaviIp Ric Jen? Yarde & Uo, Rap 
Nigeria, Trader Dec 31 Forsdike, 


GRIFFITHS, EMMA MARY, New Uxford st 

GUNN, LIVINGSTON DANIEL, Onitsha, Southern 
Cardiff 

HADFIELD, GEoRGE HEYWwooD, Moraston House, nr Ross, Hereford Dec3l1 Turner & 


Hadfield, Birmingham 
HALL, aaseae ELIZABETH, Voting $1 King & Co, Cannon st 


HAWKINS, GEORGE, Bath. Auctioneer Petgrave, 
HERBERT, DAME ELIZABETH, Thurloe sq, South Aensington Jan 5 Toser & Deil, 


Veignmouth 7 
HIGGINSON, GEORGE MONTAGU JOHN, Rock Ferry, Chester, Coal Merchant Dc 31 Banks 


‘ Jan 16 Meade-King & Co, 
Hopes, JAMES, Redland, Bristol « a Pei 


Bristol 
HUTCHINS, MARY ANN, Northampton Dec 24 ce, Northampton 
Innoognt, Henay Conus, Brighton Dec 31 Edmonds & Rutherford, Gt Winchester st 
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Ker, Ropert WILson, Sivetgect, Nurseryman Jan 10 Collins & Co, Liverpool ' 
Krvcey, JAMES Henry, Holland rd, Kensington Jan 10 Clapham & Co, Devon- 


shire sq 

LaveTos, JOHN, Isleworth, Gardener Dec 28 Oliver, Cuey at, Lincoln's inn 

LEWIS, JANE, Scarborough Dec 28 Whitfield, Scarboroug! 

MacLeop, WILLIAM AITKES, Pinner Dec 30 Rye & Eyre, Golden sq 

MARGRIE, WILLIAM, Exmouth UVec 24 Petherick & Sons, Exmouth 

MARLEY, —_— , me Hebburn on Tyne, Durham Dec29 Newlands & Newlands, 
Sout! ields 

MARSHALL, THOMAS GEORGE, W alwyns Castle Rectory,Pembroke Dec16 Price & Son, | 
Haverfordwest 

MATTHEWS, CHARLES EDMUND, Southsea, Hants Jan 10 Cousins & Burbidge, Ports- 


mouth 

MyTTon, BRIDGET ANNE, Welshpool, Montgomery Dec 15 Harrisons & Winnall, 
Welshpool 

(CALLAGHAN, MARK STOKES, Philbeach gdns, Earl's Court Jan 14 Pattinson & 
Brewer. Great James at 

Pappon, JOHN Bircu, Neath. Civil Engineer Dec 31 Howlett & Clarke, Brighton 

PARKER, ELIZABETH, Ecclesfield, York Dec 27 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

PINHEY, MARY ANNE, Eastbourne Dec 25 Brooks & Co, Godliman st, Doctors’ 
commons 

PYMAN, ELLEN BACON, West Hartlepool Dec 31 Turnbull & Tilly, West Hartlepool 

we. WILLIAM ALFRED, Newcastle on Tyne Dec 16 Stamon & Co, Newcastle on 
yne 

SEMPER, JOHN, Saxilby, Lincoln, farmer Dec 31 Barton & Co, Stonebow, Lincoln | 

SHILLETO, ELIZA JEMIMA LUCAS, Coilege st, Islington Dec 31 Watts, Bishops Stort- 


SMALL, RoBERTINA MACBETG, Cloyne, county Cork, Ireland Dec 26 Rubinstein & Co, 
Raymond bidgs 

SuiTH, EDGAR, Beaconsfield, Backs Dec 21 Hodding & Jackson, Salisbury 

SPERLING, AGNES GRACE, Lattenbury Hill, Huntingdon Jan 14 Margetts, Huntingdon 

STARKEY, CHARLOTTE BLANCHE, York Jan 14 Wood, York 

Stvuses, WILLIAM, Tutbury, Stafford Dec 31 Clifford & Cliffords, Derby 

ToorTaL, CLARA Louisa, Bournemouth Dec 31 Guillaume & Sons, Bournemouth 

TOWNSEND, WILLIAM, Cheltenham, Waiter Dec 21 Steel & Millard, Cheltenham 

Twice, JOSEPH, Sheffield, Farmer Jan 7 Barker, Sheffield 

UnpERWOOD, JOHN, Heath Town, Stafford Dec 15 Stirk & Co, Wolverhampton 

VIVIAN, FRANCIS PoTr, Pokesdown. Bournemouth Jan2 Druitt, Christchurch, Hants 

WATERHOUSE, JOHN (otherwise EpGE), Pendlebury, Lancs, Painter Jan 24 Houstoun, 
Duchy of Lancaster Office, WC 

— CHARLOTTE (otherwise MARY WHITEHEAD), York Dec 31 EJ & A Peters, 

or 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Dec 2. 


BalLey, Lucy ELIZABRTH ANN REGAN, East Stonehouse, Devon Dec19 Rodd East 
Stor e ou-e 

BAKER, CATHERINE SARAH, Keynsham, Somerset Dec 17 Walter, Ilminster 

BEAVAN, JAMES, Allensmore, Hereford, Yeoman Dec3i Wallis, Hereford 

BATEMAN, JOHN, Brightlingsea, Essex, JP, DL Dec 31 Doyle, Lincoln's inn fields 

BRowWN, MARGARET, King»thorpe, Northampton Jan6 Watts & Co, St Ives, Hunts 

CLIFFORD, JAMES, Folley Bridze, Oxford Dec 27 Mallam & Son, Oxford 

COLLISON, WILLIAM 1 HOMAS, Great Yarmouth Jan 9 Cooper & Co, East Dereham 

COOKE, JAMES, Scarborough, Surgeon UVec15 Buckby, Leicester 

Crorts, DANIEL Meols, Chester Jan 7 Haanay & Horton, Liverpool 

Oursos, SAMUEL JOHN Binns, Offerton rd,Clapham Jan 31 Carr, Great Tower st 

DAKYNS, JOHN Rocue, Beddgelert, Carnarvon Dec 21 Hremner & Co, Liverpool 

Davis, HARRIET FRANKS, Tunbridge Welis Dec 31 Hyde & Co, Bly pl 

Dow, JAMES MARKHAM, St Petersburg, Russia Jan2 Hudgkinsun, Chancery In 

DUPPA, ¢ LURED LLoyp, Argyll rd, Kensington Dec #1 Fowler & Co, Bedford row 

FINNIE, ANTOINETTE, St Leonardson Sea Jan1 Burnand, Hove 

FRASER, ROBERT, Oxford 1d, Islington Jan 15 Ballantyne & Co, Leadenhall st 

FULLER, Sir THOMAS ExKINS, KCMG, Brighton Jan 5 Light & Fulton, Laurence 
Pountney hil! 

GoopacRE, Jos#¥PH HALFORD, Desford, Leicestef, Miller Dec 31 Toller & Co, Leicester 

HaLEs, WILLIAM, Singleweil, Kent, Farmer Dec 31 Martin, Gravesend 

HILL, BENJaMIN, Astiton under Lyne Jan 1 Clayton & Co, Ashton under Lyne 

HOLMES, GEORGE M\Rrin, Liverpool, Grocer Jan 14 Labren & Co, Liverpool 

JOHNS, ANNIR, tHlackpool Jan10 Banks, Blackpool 

Jones, CHARLES GRIFFITH, Cardigan, Surgeon Dec 24 George & Co, Cardigan 

JONES, WILLIAM, Poplar, Grocer Dec 31 Neve & Co, Lime st 

KNOWLES, EMILY, Sussex pl, KRegent’s Park Jan 31 Letts Bros, Bartlett's bidgs 

LASABROOKE, ELIZABETH, Northtield rd, Stamford hill Jan 31 Dade & Co, Queen 
Victoria st 

er soome, Cheetham, Manchester, Merchant Jan 14 Cooper & Sons, Man- 
chester 


MACLEAN, CHARLES JAMES, Brockley, Kent Jan 6 Pearce & Nicholls, Clement's inn 

MATHER, ELVIRA, Taviton st, London Jan1 Wright & Co, Liverpo>! 

MurRR4yY, Lovursa HANNAH, Hornsey rd Jan 5 Evans & Co, Theo.alds rd 

PaRKIN, ROBERT, Ravensworth, Westmorland, Labourer Jan 10 Bleaymire & Shep- 
herd, Penrith 

PrrtTon, ERMIN MAUD, Kurseong, India Dee 31 Burton & Co, Surrey st 

Ross, on GrRaNt, Lordship ln, Dulwich, Tailor Jan 3 Skelton, Lincoln's inn 

jeidas 

SCHOFIELD, JoHN, Huddersfield Dec 20 Laycock & Co 

Scort, CHARLES DOUGLAS, Essex ct, Temple, Barristerat Law Jan1 Whitfield & Co, 
Surrey st, Strand 

SMITH, SAMURL ALLEN, Leamington Dec 31 Wright & Co, Leamington 


| STEPHENS, ELLEN, Preston, Draper Jan7 Phipps, Northampton 


SURRIDGE, CHARLES HENRY, Camberwell House, Peckhamrd Jan13 Worrell & Son, 
Coleman st 

SWEETLAND, WILLIAM, Bath Dec 81 Tucker, Bath 

TAYLOR, RICHARD, Rochdale Dec 30 Standring & Co, Rochdale 

THORLEY, GReORGER, Arram, Yorks Dec 31 Mills, Hull 

THORNEWILL, ARTHUR BASIL, Afonwen, Flint Dee 30 Gibbons & Arkle, Liverpool 

Topp, AUGUSTUS BYTHESEA, Grampound, Cornwall Jan 12 Young & Co, Laurence 
Pountney hill 

London Gazette.—Turavay, Dec, 6. 


BARKER, JANE, Morecambe, Lancs Jan 18 Nelson & Co, Leeds 

BEVAN, JAMES FREDERIC, Brighton Jan 1 Huoter & Haynes, New sq, Lincoln's inn 

BONHAM, CHARLES WRIGHT, Kyde, Isle of Wight Dec30 Ratcliffe, Kyde 

BURFITT, JAMES DYKE, Winchester Dec 30 wiing, Winchester 

Burkace, Letitia, Iaverness ter, Bayswater Jan 1 Cooper & Bake, Portman st, 
Portman sq 

CHILDE, WILLIAM HARRY, Montserrat rd, Putney Jan 9 Oldman & Co, Harcourt 
bldgs, Temple 

CLEGG, &: WARD, Bradford, Wool Surveyor Jan 14 Hutchinson & Sons, Bradford 

CurRzoN, The Hon. Henry DUGDALE, East Dean,Southampton Jan 10 Tiower & Co, 
New sq, Lincoin's inn 

DONNISON, JAMES OLDAKER, Liverpool, Broker Jan6 Danean & Co, Liverpool 

FLINT, JAMES, Bradford on Avon, Wilts Jan 4 Cnesterman & Sons, Bath 

GILBERT, EDWAkD THOMAS, Hanley, Stafford, Mineral Water Manufacturer Jan 4 

Dix, Hanley 

Greoory,Grorck, The Sanctuary, Westminster Jan2 Lewin & Co, The Sanctuary, 
Westminster 

FARDING, JAMES ALBERT, Slough, Bucks Jan 10 Goodacre, Slough, Bucks 

HART, GEORGE FREDERICK, Norfolk sq, Hyde Park, Barrister at Law Jan 17 Abra- 
hams & Co, Tokenhouse yard 

Hocn, ALBERT M&LcHr0R, Liverpool, Cotton Merchant Jan 5 Collins & Co, Liver- 
pool 

HopKINSON, ALIC®, Bowdon, Chester Dec 31 Parkinson & C>, Manchester 

Jones, Joun, Liantlyfai, Carnarvon Dec 31 Davies & Son, Carnarvon 

Kkavges, AUGUST, Bristol,Contractor Jan 31 Cochrane, Bristol 

MAKIN, GEORGE, Manchester Dec 2! Sidebotham & Sidebotham, Manchester 

MAWDSLEY, DANIEL ORMROD, Rusholme, Manchester,Grocer Jan li higham & ©», 

Manchester 

MEGGISON, HARRIET STANLEY, Lewisham High rd, Brockley Jan 7 Sanderson & 
Weatherhead, Berwick upon Tweed 

MITCHELL, MARTHA SHARP, Exeter Dec 31 Daw & Son, Exeter 

O'CALLAGHAN, MARK STOKES, Philbeach gdos, Eari’s Court Jau 14 Pattinson & Brewer, 
Great James st 

PeNNy, MARY, Dorchester, Dorset Jan 14 Woolcott & Co, Weat Kirby, Cheshire 

Petcu, ELIZABETH, Skelton in Cleveland Dec 26 Hepworth & Chadwick, Leeds 

KEID, EMILY, Herstmonceux, Sussex Jan 5 Snow & Co, Great 3t Thomas Apostle 

SARGEAUNT, FRANCES VICTORIA, Wellingborough, Northampton Jani Peacock & God- 
dard, South sq, Gray's inn 

SHELLARD, CLARA ELIZABET", Willsbridge, Gloucester Dec 31 Taylor, Bristol 

Sippers, THOMAS, Canterbury Jan 31 Mowll & Mowil, Canterbury 

SMIrd, THEOPHILUS, Burten on Trent, Boiler Coverer Dec 27 Burton, Burton on 
Trent 

Swirt, ANN, Kingston upon Hull Feb 1 Gale & Easton, Hul! 

SworpeER, THoMAS, Lutoa, Bedford Jan 31 sedgwick & Co, Wa‘ ford 

THIRKELL, JoUN, Kingston upon Hull, Tailor Jan 21 Gale & Easton, Hull 

TYRRELL, CLARA, Llandudno, Carvarvon Jan6 Lee & Co, Gresham bidgs 

Von KOLLER, MILDRED CORDELIA Baroness, Southwell, Nottingham Dee 31 Freeth 
& Co, Nottingham 

Unwin, JAMES, Harewood, York Jan 16 Stott, Leeds 

WBITE, ELIZABETH ANN, Quarley, nr Andover, Southampton Jan 15 Wrensted & Co, 
Queen Victoria st 

WRovGHTON, WILLIAM NESBITT, Bedford Jan 23 Alipress, Bedford 


















Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Turspar, Nov. 29. 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


ABRAHAMS, JACK Lyon, Hammersmith. House Furnisher 
High Court Pet Aug 25 Urd Nov 22 

BIRT, BENJAMIN, Nuneaton, Grocer Coventry Pet Sept 
30 Ord Nov 23 

CAVEY, LEONARD, New Cross rd, Auctioneer High Court 

_ Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 25 

Cookk, HARRY HOLTUM, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Stationer 

gor Pet Nov26 Ord Nov 26 
DUFFETT, CLEMENT FRANCIS, Kingsdown, Bristol, Clerk 
_ Bristol Pet Nov 9 wrd Nov 26 

DUKES, HENRY, Stapenhill, Derby, Draper Burton on 
Trent Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

Eastoy, WALLACE, Springbank rd, Hither Green, Builder 
Greenwich Pet Sept 13 Ord Nov x5 

FAULCONBRIDGE, BENJAMIN JAMES, Laughton Common, 
Zork, General Dealer Sheffield Pet Nov 24 Ord 

FISHER, MARGARET, Rock Ferry, Chester, Confectioner 
Birkenhead Pet Nov 18 Ord Nov 26 

¥ox, WILLIAM HENRY, Victoria st, Westminster, A>- 

ate High Coast ~ any Ord Nov 25 

N, ISABEL, Landpert, Han © Portsmouth 

Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 ~ ¥ 

Hoare, JAMES, Luton, Newsagent Luton Pet Nov 25 

eon, Some ix Bell yd, T le Bar, Sol: 

. NRY, emple , Solicitor H 

Court Pet Sept 15 Ord Nov 35 * 


, JONES, CARL WILHELM, Upton Park, Essex, Tobacco 


; Dealer igh Court Pet Occ 12 Ord Nov 26 
ONES, MARY ANN, Morriston, Swansea, Tailor Swansea 
aa os ord Nov 25 
LY, EDWARD, Arundel st, Strand, Company Director 
High Court Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 —_ 


Louis, JEAN LEon, New Silksworth, Durham, Physician 
Sunderland Pet Nov 24 Ord Nos 24 

NviTalL, SaMUEL, Burnley, Tin and Copper Smith 
Burnley Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

PARKER, JAMES, Blackburn, Wholesale Hardware Dealer 
Blackburn Pet Nov 23 Ord Now 23 

PARKIN, 1 HOMAS, jun, Ilfracombe, Hairdresser Barnstaple 
Pet Nov2s Ord Nov 24 

PRARSON, GroRGE, Abbott rd, Poplar, Engineer High 
Court Pet Oct 10 Ord Nov 25 

Preece, LAURA ADELAIDE, Cardiff, Draper Cardiff Pet 
Nov l0 Ord Nov 25 

RAMSDALE, WILLIAM ALMOND, Darlington, Barman 
Stockton on Tees Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov x3 

REYNOLDS, RICHARD PHILIP, Dorking, Surrey, Cycle Agent 

don Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

ROBERTS, ARTHUR, Liverpool, Builder Liverpool Pet 
Nov8 Ord Nov 26 

SHEARING, ROBERT, Ormesby St Margaret, Norfolk, 
Great Yarmouth Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

Simpson, DAVID BARSABAS. Great Grimsby, Grocer Great 
Grimsby Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 

Sizer, GeorGE Lewis, Newport, Middlesbrough, Coal 

erchant Miudiesbrough Pet Nov 1l Ord Nov 4 
SMALE, WILLIAM RICHARD, Musbury, nr Axminster, 
, Threshing Machinist Exeter Pet Nov 26 Ord 

Nov 2 

SMITH, BEN, Lee Mount, Halifax, Hay Dealer Halifax 
ret Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

VAUGHAN, LIONEL GEORGE WILLIAM, Gillingham, Kent 
Rochester Pet Nov ’3 Ord Nov 23 

Vox HorMANN, WILHELM AUGUST, Northumberland av 

igh Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 26 

WADE, MATTHEW, Romanby, nr Northallerton, Fishmonger 

Northallerton Pet Nov25 Ord Nov 2% 


— Carter Great Yarmouth Pet Nov 25 Ord 

ov 

WRIGHT, SAMUEL Isaac NortH, Askern, York, Bath 
Proprietor Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 





WHITEROD, GEORGE SMITH, Vauxhall, Great Yarmouth, | 


London Gazette.—Faipay, Dec. 2. 
RECEIVING ORDEBS. 


Atvgx, Writram, Leighton gdns, Kensal Rise, Printer's 
Traveller High Coart Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 
Beamext, Wititam Howtweneap, Marlborough, Baker 
Swindon Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 
Beaumont, Warren, Liandudno, Licensed Victualler Ban- 
gor Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 
Boyes, Josern Ronert, Northampton, Corn Merchant 
Northampton Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 79 
Braxp, Wrasiam Heaoert, Vauxhall! Bricge rd, Anssess- 
ment Surveyor High Court Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 
Carr, Cuartes Joun, Great Yarmouth, Stationer Great 
Yarmouth Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 2 
Cm terbury rd, Kilborn, Basket Manufac- 
Court Pet Nov 4 Ord Nov 29 
Cotrarit, Groror, Hungerford, 
bury Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 
and A E Cuary, Hop Exchange High 
29 


, Cornwall Ply- 


2 
te, Yorks, Cafe Proprietor 
29 Ord Nov 29 
Groner, Finchley rd, Tobacconist High Court 
Pet Ord Nov 2% 
nicu, Eigin cres, Notting Hill, Baker's 
ssistant High Court Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 
Gaecony, W Yarus, Shrewsbury, Theatre Lessee sShrews- 
b Pet Mov1 Ord Nov 28 
Wittram Carrer, Nottingham, Grocer, Notting- 
’ Ord Nov29 


















rks, Engineer New- 


Curry, Gro 


ov 29 

Laxestarr, Jonx, Bedale, Yorks, Butcher Northallerton 
Pet 2 Ord Nov 2 

LiontsopY, Jonx Camrsrii, St Helens, Lancs, Architect 
Liverpool Pet Nov 29 Nev 29 
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Lion, T J, Popes, Som, Chemist Merthyr Tydfil Pet 
Nov 17 Ord Nov 28 

MoCoy, Epwaap, Patricroft, Manchester Bolton Pet Nov 
6 Ord Nov # 

Maxsuatt, Eowaap Peraerm, 8t Leonards Bea, 
Licensed Tuabiidge Wells Pet “ev 28 | 
Ord Nov 28 ; 

anes, Faxny Evizaperna, Seaiien, Cabinet Maker 

Birmingham Pet Nov 17 Ord Nov 29 


Monat, Puice, Ashton under Lyne, Leather Merchant | 


Ashton under Lyne Pet Nov 14 Ord Now 28 

Osvony, Witttam, Kentish Town rd, Ham Dealer High 
Court Pet Nov7 Ord Nov 90 

Overntayo, Farpenice, Elm, nr Wisbech, Cambridge, 
Farmer King's Lynn Pet Nov 10 Ord Nov 20 

Owss, Masta, Colwyn Bay, wy Lodging House 
Keeper Bangor Pet Nov 29 Nov 29 

Perr, Taouas Gaay, Long Sutton, Lincoln, Joiner King’s 
Lyon Pet Nov 18 Urd Nov 29 

Pattssirro, James Boots, Cheshunt, Herts, Horse Buyer 
High Court Pet Nov 2 Ord Nov 29 

Piss, Groner, Dover, Cycle Engineer Canterbury Pet 
Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 

Porras, Wiitiam Heway Moras, Pontypridd, Butt>r 
Merchant Pontypridd Pet Nov 28 Ord N vw 24 

Pape, CuaisToruss, — Bristol, Engineer Bristol 
Pet Nov15 Ord Nov 

Revreas, Taomas, Duffield, Derby, Grocer Derby Pet 
Nov 28 Ord Nov 2 

Ropers, Witttam, Bodanedd, Chwilog, Carnarvon, Pig 
Dealer Portmadoc Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 2 

Rovtssow, Cuagtas Feepeaicx, Atherstone, Warwick, 
Seedeman Birmingham Pet Nov 29 (ra Nov 29 

Suaw, Josuru, Barnes, Licensed Victualler’s Man ger 
High Court Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Saewrox, Eowaap Bessautx, Cheltenham Cheitenham 
Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Seow, Wit1am Hewny, sen, Neath, Glam, Mason Neath 
Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Press, Joux Taowas Dixon, Ogwalitwistle, Coal Dealer 

lackburn Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov w 

Sraatton, Joszrn, Sale, Chester, Cycle Agent Manchester 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Sorcurrs, Farpsarce Douckwoatn, Birkenhead, 
Agent Birkenhead Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Tavioa, Atragp, Churwell, nr Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet 
Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Taousow, Jonw Faucxyen, and Jonx Eouven Witttama, 
Salford, Hay Dealers Salford Pet Oct 21 Ord Nov 28 

Troartos, Joum, Batley, York, Rag Merchant Dewsbury 
Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 

Taoars, Wauren Gata, East Barnet rd, New Barnet, Tea 
Taster High Court Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 

Vicros, Jous, Sheffield, Tailor, Sheffield Pet Nov 29 
Ord Nov 2 

Virres, Heapeat Janes, Newtown, Montgomery, Draper 
Newtown Pet Nov 10 Ord Nov 2 

Warts, mle Sheffield, Master Batcher Sheffield Pet Nov 15 

‘ov 20 

wana, Taomas Witttam, Leeds, Bootmaker 
Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Waionut, Taomas, Birkdale, Builder 
30 Ord Nov 30 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Nov 26: 


Estate 


Leeds 


Liverpool Pet Nov 


Peco, Loui, Birmingham. , Furniture Dealer Birmingham | 
ov 14 


Pet ¢ Jet 21 
Amended notice substi! uted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Nov 29; 

Hoans, Janes, Luton, Bedford, Newsagent Luton Pet 
Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

Batesow, Netaow, Nelson, Lenes, General Dealer Doc 12 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

Baaxp, Witttam Heaperr, Vauxhall Bridge rd, Aseces- 
ment Surveyor Dec 12 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

Cuancas, G, Canterbury rd, Kilburn, Basket Manufacturer 
Dee 12 at 1 ——_ - bidygs, Carey st 

Cooxs, Hasay Horus, win Bay, Denbigh, Sta‘ ioner 
Dec 10 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, EB row, Chester 

Cm, veensase Jou, Derby, Joiner Dec 10atil Off | 

Full st, Derby 

Cuaay, > etane and AE Cunay, me Exchange Dec 12 at 
11 Hankruptcy bldga, © 

Dopesoyr, Gaanvitie, Burnley, ‘fl y Director Dec 12 
atil Off Rec, 13, W' st, 


Epwaaps, Tuomas James, The (lee Hill, ar Ludlow, Salop, 
Coal Merchant Dec 16 at 12 Feathers H Ludlow 
Friercase, Wiii1am, Harrogate, Ca yy at 
3 Off Rec, The i hee ag 3 
Fraxx, Groros, Finchley rd, Tobacconist 3 atl 
Baokru bidg:, Carey st ’ 
giwnicu, Elgin cree, Notting Hill, Baker’s 
Dee 13 at 12.30 "eahouster bidgr, Carey st 
Garoony, W Yates, Shrewsbury, Theatre lessee Dec 13 
at 10.80 Off Rec, 22, Swan bill, Shrewsbary 
Happos, Isapet, ., Landport, Portemouth, Dee 12 at 
8 Off Rec, Cambridge mg High st, Portemooth 
| Hact, Mixers, Morecambe, Goods 
Dec 10 at 1i Off Rec, 13, Winchley st, Preston 
Hoaas, James, Luton, Beds, Newsagent Dee 10 at 12 Of 
Rec, The Parade, ‘N 


| Jounsox, Samvrt, ig » Peirester, 

ati2 Of ge st, Leicester 

cm. 3 maar _ Morriston, Swansea, Tailor Dec 10 at 
iL. 


Off Rec, Government bldgs, St Mary's st, 
8 


i 

Layostarr, Joay, Bedale, Yorks, Butcher Dec 15 at 11.30 
Off Kee, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Mitecnact, Eowm Kivastry, and Geoser Freperice 
Mrrewent, Cardiff, Cabinet Makers Dec 12 at3 117, 
St Mary st, Cardiff 

Moseans, Joux, Port Talbot, Glam, Engine Driver Dec 
10 at 11 Off Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary's st, 
Swansea 

Ossoas, Wittiam, Kentish Town rd, Ham Dealer Dec 13 
at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Pasxix, Tuomas, jun, lifracombe, Hairdresser Dec 10 at 4 
04, High st, Barnstaple 

Putuuirro, Janes Boora, er egy a ys Horse Buyer Dec 
M4atl Bankru 7 bidgs, Ca: 

Ruopes, Wiitiam, Rentuer,” West Hendon, Dairy- 
man Dec 14 at . 14, Bedford row 

Saaw, Josgrn, Barnes, Licensed Victualler’s Manager 
Dec 14 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Suaw, Tuouss Jaues, Hanley, Potter's Manager Dec 12 
at 12 Off Ree, King st, Newcastle, St«ffs 

Saayxton, Fowaap BexJsamix, Cheltenham Dec 10 at 3.45 
County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 

Suace, Witia JOHARD, Musbury, nr Axminster, 
Threshing Machinist Dec 10 at 12 Uff Kec, 9, Bedford 
circas, Exeter 

Sraatrow, Josern, Bale, Cheshire, Cycle Agent Dec 10 at 
11 Off Ree, Byrom st, Manchester 

Surcurrs, Farpexicxk Ducxwortn, Birkenhead, Estate 
Agent Deo 18 at 11 Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liver 


pool 

Tayvor, Airagp, Churwell, nr Leeds, Grocer Dec 12 at 
11.30 Off Kec 24, Bond st, Leeds 

TuomsoN, Jonw Fautxern, and Joux Eouunp WILtiams, 
Salford, Hay Dealers Dec i2at3 Uff Kec, Byrc m st, 
Manchester 

Taoers, Taomas Janes, Brackley, Northampton, Nursery- 
man Dec l0ati2 1, St Aldates, Oxford 

Taoare, Wiitiam Gas, East Barnet ml. New Barnet, Tea 

| Taster Dec 15at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Viwres, Heaseat Janes, Seuteun, Montauaneny. Draper 

Dec 14 at 10.30 1, High st, Newtown 

Wann, Marrarw, Romanby, nr Northallerton, Yorks, 
Fishmonger Dec 13 at 1130 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, 
Albeit rd, Middlesbrough 

Wesrox, Tuomas Frank, Stw 
10 Off Ree, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

Wiiitams, Davin, Lianfrothen, nr Penhryndeudraeth, 
¢ cle Agent Dee 12 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, 

ester 
| sn Groroe Surra, Great Yarmouth, Carter Dec 
Wati2 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 


Gaiss.Es, 


Hawker Dec 12 


Wormarp, Tuomas Wits, Leeds, Bootmaker Dec 12 | 
Leeds 


atil Off Rec, 24, Bond st, 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Nov. 29: 
Dvuxes, Hexnxy, Burton on Trent, Dtaper 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Aten, Wittam, Leighton gdps, Kensal Rise, tateny 
Traveller High Court Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 
Baouey, Metvitie Sewer, "aneaieie fa Leigh st 
High Court Pet June 21 Ord Nov 2 
Beament, Wititam Hotineneap, Masiborough, Baker 
Swindon Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 
| Sea, Watrer, Llandudno, Licensed Vietuaier | 
Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 


oszern Rosagat. Northampton, Corn Merchant | 
Ont Nee 29 


Boves, 
Northampton Pet Nov 29 





, Kent, Baker Dec 10 at 


Baaxp, Witiam Heapeet, Vauxhall B rd, Assess : 
ment Court Pet Nov Ord Nov # 
Wi Pet Nov 


Buck, ae Wyse, om omack 


ae. CuABLES lll Great yauewh, Stationer Great 
Yarmouth Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 
Corragit, Groros, H ‘ord, Berke, Engineer New- 
bury Pet Nov 26 Nov 26 
Fietrcnes, Wii.iam, Yorks, Café Proprietor 
York Pet Nov 29 — ‘ov 29 
Grisetzn, Haeiwnice igin creas, Notting Hill, Bakers 
Assistant High — Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 
Ribbon Manufac- 
ird Nov 29 


Harry, Ciasgnoz Cuaazes, Old C 
turer High Court Pet Sept 19 

Hocearts, Wittiam Canter, Nottingham, Grocer Not- 
i Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Jaxnny, Eaxest, North Thoresby. —" Wheelwright 
Great Grimsby Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 2 

Jouwsoy, =e Leicester, Hawker Leicester 
Pet Nov29 Ord Nov 29 

Exit, Jouw Stvaat, Mansion House High Court Pet 
Oct 28 Nov 

Sajaien Joux, a, Yorks, Butcher Northallerton 
Pet Nov 2 Ord Nov 29 

Lientsovy, Joux Camppe.s, St Helens, Lancaster, Architect 
Liverpool Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

McDaniet, Bicuagp Cuartes Davip, Wood st, Shopfitter 
High Court Pet July 29 Ord Nov 26 

Maree, ‘eee Evstac ~ s, Reading, Motor | Factor Reading 

ov 26 

Mansuatt, Epwarp , - 8t Leonards on Sea, 

Licensed Victualler TunbridgeWells Pet Nov 28 (id 


No 
Sbusen, HW, Richmond, Surrey HighCourt Pet Oct 10 
Ord Nov 26 
Mites, Jonas Witttam, Bedminster, Bristol, Carpenter 
Bristol Pet Nov 23 Ord Noa 29 
Owns, Maria, Nyy Bay Denbigh Lodgingfhouse Ke- per 
Hangor Pet Nov 29 Ord Noy 29 
Paicuirro, James Seow, Cheehunt, Herts, Horse Buyer 
Court Pet Nov29 Ord Nov 29 
Ping, Grosox, Dover, Cyele Engineer 
Nov 30 Ord Nov 
Poster, ,Wiuax "ene Moras, Pontypridd, Tea 
Merchant Fontypridd Pet Nov28 Ord Nov 28 
Repreay, ‘Tuomas, Duffield, Derby, Grocer Derby Pet 
Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 
Roserts, Witiiam, Bodanedd, Chwilog, panera, Pig 
Dealer Portmadoe Pet Nov 29 Urd Nov 29 
Saxon, Joun Isipone, Great AY “Glass Dealer 
Norwich Pet Nov 9 Ord Nov 28 
Suaw — Barnes, 
High Court Pet Nov23 Ord Novy 28 
Suaw, Toomas Jamas, Hanley, Potters’ Mansger Hanley 
Pet Nov 12 Ord Nov 28 
Suexrtox, Eowarp Bassas, Cheltenham Cheltenham 
Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 
Sysow, Wittram Heway, ten, Neath, Glam, Mason Neath 
Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 
Srecr, Joun Taomas Sean, Oswaldtwistle, Coal Dealer 
lackburn Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 
Stratton, Joexzrn, Sale, Chester, Uycle Agent Manchester 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 30 
Tayvor, Atrarp, Churwell, nr Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet 
Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 
Tuosrs, Warten Gate, New Barnet, Herts, Tea Taster 
High Court Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 
Trorwton, Jous, Batley, ae Rag Merchant Dewsbury 
Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 
Veegee, Joux, Sheffield, Tailor Sheffield Pet Nov29 (id 
ov 4 
Gene Tuomas Wittiam, Leeds, Bootmaker Leeds 
Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 
London Gazette,—TUESDAY, D.c 6 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ALLISON, THOMAS, Longsight, Manchester, Beer Retailer 
Manchester Pev Dec 3 Ord Dec 3 


Canterbury Pet 


BatLey, HAROLD DANIEL, aoshanten, Baker Salford 
Pet Dec I Dec 1 
BESZANT, ee S Liverpool, Builder Liverpool Pet 
| ov 17 


ec 2 
— HAROLD H, Richmond Wandsworth Pet Nov8 


Ord Dec 
@oares, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Dover, 
Canterbury Pet Decl Ord Decl 
GRAYLING, RICHARD, < wamnanns Builder 
Pet Novl7 Ord 
BAkkis, PHILip, King "4 | ~ Draper High 
Court Pet Novi9 Ord Dec 


Confectioner 


Canterbury 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


24, MOORGAT!E 
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FUND, LIMITED, 


s688. 


ESTA —— i” 









EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS— LICENSED PROPERTY. 





SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


X Upwards of 650 case’ to Quarter sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ana supervision of the Corporation. 





—— 





Suitable Insurance Clewses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sev! 


2 avolli: ation 
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Janmas, THomMAS WILLIAM, Blackpool, Boot Dealer 
Preston Pet Decl Ord Dec | 

Lavey,S B HEREFORD, Golthurst ter, Hampstead High 
Court Pet Oct 22 ‘Ord Nov 30 

a WILLIAM RICHARD, Preston Preston Pet 

Ord Dec 2 
sanat ——, Blupham, Beds, Market Gardener 
t Dec 3 Ord Dec 3 

PEARSON, yt HE&LLYER, Ureenheys, Manchester, 
Electrical Engineer Manchester Pet 2 Ord Dec 2 

Ppuercey, EDWIN RayweR, Gorleston, Suffolk, Draper 
Great Yarmouth Pet Dec3 Ord Dec 3 

Semmes, FREDERICK SIDNEY ,and EDWIN ROBERTS, South- 
ampton, Window Blind Makers Southampton Pet 
Dec 2 Ord Dec 2 

SARGEANT, JAMES ARTHUR, Yiewsley, Middlesex, Printer 
Windror Pet Dec 3 Dec 3 

ScuoL¥s, JosEPH, Doncaster, Tailor Sheffield Pet Dec 2 
Ord Dec 2 


TAYLOR, Jace, ro Paper Merchant Manchester 
Pet Nov21 Ord Dec 

THOWPSON, BERTRAM EDw ARD, Jewin cres, Jewin st, 
Woollen Merchant High Couit Pet Nov 10 Ord 





Dec 1 

THompson, JAMS WILLIAM, poaen, | Electric Theatre 
Manger Brighton Pet Dec 3 Ord Dec 3 

TRAVIS, ERNEST, Romiley, a, Grecngrover Ashton 
under Lyne Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 2 

Vercest, A, Churton st, Pimlico, ee | oe Mer- 
chant High Court Pet Oct 11 Ord Dec 

WARBURTON, THOMAS HENRY, Nottingham, Fruitercr 
Nottingham Pet Dec 1 Ord Dec 1 

Witiiams, THOMAS, Fforestfach, Meson Swansea Pet 
Dec2 Ord Dec 2 

WittyaMs, Huea N, St Mawes RSO, Cornwall High 
Court Pet Nov 8 Dec 1 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette Nov 29: 


Mount, REGINALD CROOK, = Company Director 
Windsor Pet Nov 3 Ord Nov 2 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette Dec 2: 


Lioryp, THOMAS JouN, Bargoed, Glam, Drug Stores 
Manager Merthyr Tydfil Bet Novl5 Ord Nov 28 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


BAVERSTOCK, THOMAS, West Wycombe, Bucks, Farmer 
Dec 15 at 11.80 Off Rec, 1, St Aldate st, Oxford 

BEAMENT, WILLIAM HOLINSHEAD, Mariborough, Baker 
Dec 14 at 11 Off Reo, 38, Regent circus, Swindon 

BEAUMONT, WALTER, Llandudno, Licensed Victualler Dec 
léat 11 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgete row, Chester 

BESZANT, EDWARD N, Live 1, Builder Dec 16 at 11.30 
The Common Hall, Hackins "Hey, Liverpool 

BOWEN, HaRoLp H, Richmond Dec 14 at 11.30 132, York 

Westminster Bridge 

Boyzs. JosEPH ROBERT, Cy Corn Merchant 
Dec’21 at 12 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

FAULOONBRIDGE, BENJAMIN JAMES, Laughton Common, 
York, General Dealer Dec 14 at 12.30 Off Rec, Fig- 
tree In, Sheffield 

FISHER, FRANK, Three Crosses, Dunvant, Glam, Collier 
Dec 14 at 11 Off Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary's 
st, Swansea 

FISHER, MARGARET, Kock Ferry, Chester, Confectioner 
Dec léat12 Off Rec, 35, Vistoria st, Liverpuo! 

HaRris, PHiLip, King st, "Hammer mith, Draper Dec 14 
at i2 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

JANNEY, ERNEST, North Thoresby, Lincs, Wheelwright 
Dec 14 at 11 Off Rec, 8t Ma ‘s chmbrs. Gt rimsby 

LIGHTBODY, JOHN CAMPBELL, St Helen's, Lancs, Architect 
Dec 16 at ll Off Reo, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Laver, 8 B HEREFORD, >. Goldhurst ter, "Hampstead Dec 
“4 atl Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Loum, Jzan Leon, New Silksworth, Durham, Physician 
Dec l4at3 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 








a. eee > en, Egg! Dealer Dec 16 at 3 


McK tat, wales an Preston Dec 14 at 10.30 
Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, 
MARSHALL, EDWARD PETRETIN, St Leonards on Sea, 
Licensed Victualler Dec 10 at 11 The Bridge Hotel, 
Broadway, Tunbridge Wells 


MARTIN, FANNY ELIZABETH, Birmingham, Cabivet Maker | 


Dec 16 at 11.45 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 

MorkIs, Prick, Ashton under Lyne, Leather Merchant 
Dec 4 at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 


OWEN, MARIA, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh Dec 14 at 12.30 | 


Crypt chmbrs, te row, Chester 


PonTER, WILLIAM HENRY MORRIs, Pontypridd, Bu'ter | 


Merchant Dec 16 at 11.30 St Catherine's chmbrs, St 
Catherine st, Pontypridd 

PREECE, LAURA ADELAIDE, Cardiff, Draper Dec '5 at 3 
117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

REDFERN, THOMAS, Duffield, Derby, Grocer Dec 15 at 
11. Off Kec, 47, Fullst, Derby 

ROBERTS, FREDERICK SyDNky, and Epwin RoskhktTs, 
Southampton, Window Blind Makers Dec 15 at 11 
Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, southampton 

ROBERTS, ARTHUR, Liverpool, Puilder Decl4 at 11 Off 
Rec, 35, Victoria st, Livez 

ROBINSON, CHARLES FREDERICK, Atherstone, Warwick, 
Seedsman Dec 1€ at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 19), Cor- 
poration st, Birmingham 

SHERRIFF, EvWARD, Grantham, Grocer Dec léati2 Off 
Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

THOMPSON, BERTRAM EDWARD, Jewin cres, Jewin st, 
Woollen Merchant Dec 15 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

THORNTON, JOHN, Batley, York, Rag Merchant Dec 16 at 
11 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, D.ws- 
bary 

Verces!, A. Churton st, Pim ico, Foreign Produce Mer 
chant Dec 16 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey «t 

Victor, Joun, Shefield, Tailor Dec 14 at 12 Off Fec, 
Figtree In, Sheffield. 

WARBURTON, THOMAS HENRY, Nottingham, Fruiterer 
= l4atll Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 
am 

WATTS, LAWRENCE REVILLE, Sheffield, Master Butcher 
Dec 14 at 11.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffiel’i 

WILLYAMS. HuGH N. St Mawes RS, Cornwall Dec 16 at 
11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

WRATHALL, ELIZABETH ANNIE. WRATHALL and AMELIA 
WRATHALL, Barrow in Furness, Milliners Jec 16 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis +t, Barrow in Fur.eas 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ALLISON, THOMAS, Longsight, Manchester, Beer Retailer 
Manchester Pet Dec 3 Ord Dec 3 

BAILBY, HAROLD DANIEL, Moss Side, Manchester, Baker 
Palford Pet Decl Ord Dec 1 

CALVERT, Ev DAUPHINE JOBN, Garrick st, Billiard Table 
Maker High Court Pet Sept 30 Ord Nov 30 

COATES, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Dover, Confectioner 
Canterbury Pet Deel Ord Dect 

CHARLES, GEORGE JOSIAH. Canter)ury rd, Kilburn, 
Basket Manufacturer High Court Pet Nov 4 Ord 
Dec 2 

DALRYMPLE CLARK IAN HEW WALDEGRAVE STAIR Great 
Missenden, Bucks Aylesbury Pet Novl10 Ord Dee 1 

Giess, ARTHUR MAY, Weston super Mare, Cabicet Maker 
Bridgwater Pet Nov 1l Ord Drc 8 

GREGORY, WILLIAM JaMBS YATES, Shrewsbury, Theatre 
Lessee Shrewsbrry Pet Nev 1 Ord Dec 3 

Hopson, HAROLD, Southsea, Hants Portsmouth Pet 
Oct 6 Ord Nov 10 

JARMAN, THOMAS WILLIAM, ~\ ee 
Preston Pet Dec 1 d Dec 

JOHNSTON, CHARLES SPREAD. Sthetene mans, West 
Kensington Pet July 25 Ord Dec 2 

LLoyD, THOMAS JOHN, Bargoed, Glam, Drug Stores 
Manager Merthyr Tydfil Pet Nov15 Ord Dec 2 


Boot Decler 





Bicentenary. 1710-1910. 





\ 








\ 
Cte 


Copa d trem Peley dated LAB 


s 
orrice 





The Oldest the Oldest Insurance Office _ Office in the World. 


| N FIRE OFFICE 
63, THREADWEBDLS | ST., E.C, 


Insurances effected on the following risks :— 





FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and | PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, | SICKNESS and DISEASE 

including ACCIDENTS TO | BURGLARY, 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


| PLATE GLASS. 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
A. W. COUSINS, Distriet Manager. 





FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 





The BONDS of the SUN INSURANCE OFFICE are accepted by the 


visions of the High Courts of Justice in England and Ireland 


and the Supreme Courts of Scotland, the Masters in Lunacy, Board of 
Trade, and all Departments of His Majesty's Government. 


—_—. Ley eH Patricroft, Manchester Bolton Pet 
MACKENZIE, ~- Lett RICHARD, Preston Preston Pet 
Dec2 Ord 


Dec 2 
| MANNERS, JOHN Resene, peaktn rd, Bayswater, Barrister 
Pet Nov 10 Ord Nov 30 
| NORMAN, CHARLES, Blunham, Reds, Market Gardever 
Bedford: Pet Dec 3 Ord Dec 3 
PEARSON, CHARLES HELLYER, Manchester, Electiical 
Engineer Manchester Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 2 
Pizgrcy, EpWIN RAYNER, Gorleston, Suffolk, Draper 
Great Yarmouth Pet Dec3 Ord De*3 
ROBERTS, FREDERICK SIDNKY, and EDWIN KOBERTS, 
thamptop, Window Biind Makers Sou hampton 
Pet Dee2 Ord Dec 2 
ROBINSON, CHARLES FREDERICK. Atherstone, Warwick, 
| Serdsman Birmingham Pet Nov 29 ©O-d Dec 3 
SARGEANT, JAMES ARTHUR, Views'ey, Middlesex, Printer 
Windsor Pet Dec 3 Ord Dec % 
ScHOLES, JosgrH, Doncaster, Tai or Sheffi.ll Pet Dec 2 
Ord 'ec2 
SMITH, THOMAS, Guildford, 
Pet Novié Ord Decl 
SUTCLIFFS, FREDERICK DUCKWOKTH, Birkevhe d, Estate 
Agent Birkenhead Pet Nov 29 Ord Decl 
THOMAS, CHARLES, St Mary at Hill Pet Oct 11 Ord 


turrey, Builder Guild ‘ord 


Jec 

THOMPSON, JaMES WILLIAM, Brighton, Electric Theatre 
Manager Brighton Pet Dec3 Ord Dec 3 

Taomsox, Dovetas Lawson, Highclere, 
Physiclan Newbury Pet Oct 15 Ord Deo 1 

TRAVIS, ERNEST, Romiley, Cyan, “Ly peceeaemanee Ashton 
under Lyne Pet Dec? Ord L 

VINTER, HERBERT JAMES, Be. dny Montgomery, Draper 
Newtown Pet Novl0 (rd Dec 3 

WARBURTON, TiaoMaS HENRY, Nottingham, Fruiterer 
Nottingtam Vet Decl urd Decl 

WATTS, LAWRENCE REVILLE. Sheffield, Master Butcher 
Sheffield Pet Nov15 Ord Dec! 

WATeON, CHARLES EDWARD, Sout 1ampton Southampton 
Pet Oct 19 Ord Dec 2 

WILLIAMS, THOMAS, Fforestfach, Glam, Mason Swansea 
Pet Decz Ord Dec 2 

WoRTS, EWIS, Leighton Buzzard Luton Pet Sept 29 
Ord Dec 1 


Newbury, 


Wrigur, THomas, jun, Birkdale, Builder Liverpool Pet 
Nov30 Ord Da 


Amended Notice substituted for that nublishe | in 
the London Gazette of Dec 2: 


FLETCHER, WILLIAM, Harr pee, D ae Café Proprietor 
York Pet Nov29 Ord 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED 


GREEN, ROWLAND BENJAMIN, Haddenham, A)lesbury 
Aajud July 23 Annul Oct 19 











MAPLE & CO 


LIMITED 


FAMOUS ALL THE 
WORLD OVER 


« FOR 


EASY CHAIRS 


bee Booklet Free 


BONDON BUENOS AIRES 


¥ PARIS 


— 
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THE LAW SOCIETY 


The Council offers for award in JULY NEXT, FIVE 

STUDENTSHIPS, of the annual value of 240 each, 

tenable «n condition of pursuing, un! er proper super vision, 
courses of legal studies approfed ny the C uneil. 

For copies of the Regulations, apply to— 


THE LAW SOCIETY, 
107, Chancery Lane, WC. 





Tel. 8721 GERRARD. 


FOREIGN WORK. 


Accounts CoLLectTrp, DispuTes ADJUSTED, 
AND LEGAL INSTRUMENTS SERVED IN ANY 
PART OF THE COMMERCIAL WORLD. 


WYS MULLER & CO., 
10, SAVILE ROW, w., 


And at COLEMAN ST., E.C.; PARIS, BERLIN, BRUSSELS, 
AMSTERDAM, ZURICH, NEW YORK, &c., &o. 








FOREIGN LEGAL WORK 


DR. WILLIAM eeurTs, LL.D., 
Se /citor, ORT 
Legal Aavings a] H.B.M. TENS. 
gent for oyds and the Principal 
of Marine Underwriters. ~~ 
All legal business in Belgium, France, and Holland 
personall. atten ed to. 
Address--24, RUE ROYALE. 
Telegrams—“ NegvuTs, OsTEnpD.” 














Russian-Po'and and Russia. 
SWORN ADVOCATE. 
HIERONIM HEYMAN, 

Now at Niecala Street No. 14, WARSAW. 


ESTABLISHED 1862, | 





NATIONAL 


ORPHAN HOME, 
HAM COMMON, SURREY. 


Under the Patronxge of H.R.H. the Duchess of 
Albany and H.R.H. Princess Christian. 
President : 

His GRACE THE DUKE OF PORTLAND, K.G. 
Yhairman : 

SiR THOMAS SKEWEs Cox, J.P. 
FOUNDED 1849. 

For Orphan Girls, who are received without 
distinction of religion, and trained for domestic 


service. 
LEGACIES 
DONATIONS AND SUBSORIFTIONS ARE MUCH NEEDED. 


Bankers: Lioyds Bank, 16, St. James’ Street, S. W. 
Secretary : The Orphanage, Ham Common, Surrey. 





THE NATIONAL HOSPITAL 


FOR THE 


PARALYSED and EPILEPTIC, 
QUEEN SQUARE, BLOOMSBURY, W.c. 
The largest Hespital of its kind 


The Charity is forced at present to rely, to some 
extent, upon Jegacies for maintenance. 


Those desiring to provide Annuities for 
relstives or friends are asked to serd t: r particulars 
of the DONATIONS CARRYING LIFE ANNUITIES 


“THE EARL OF HARROWBY, Treasurer. 


THE CHURCH ARMY 


Earnestly asks Aid for its Extensive Work 
(Social and Evangelistic) on behalf of the 


OUTCAST AND DISTRESSED. 


120 LABOUR HOMES and similar inetitu. 

tions for reclamation of criminals, loafers, 

and social wreckage generally, male and 
female. 














Commercial Collections, Incorporations, ete. 











EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited | 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 


ESTABLISHED 1885. CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro. 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 

LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Oapualised, 


& &. 
. A. 


CLAYTON, 
CLAYTON, 


Joint 





LONDON GAZE'ITE (published by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No. 120, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 


STREET, LONDON. 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent. 


begs to direct tbe attention of the Protession 

to the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 
fifty years in the special insertion of all pro ® Notices, 
&c,, and to solicit their continued rt. — N.B. 
Forms, Gratis, for Statutory Notices to Ureaitors and 
Dissolutions of Partnership, with necessary Declaration. 
‘London Gasetre” kept for free a By 


sem 





AW.—GREAT SAVING.—For 
paym nt 26 per cent. will be taken o 
writing charges :— 


Abstracts Copied 
Briefe and Drafis 


ompt 


colscap, ‘14. per ebect D 
ment, le. 6d. Se. 6d. pe 


KERB & LANHAM, 16, Pernt 





YOUTHS’ HOMES. FARM COLONY. 


Numerous Probation Officers under Proba- 

tion of Offenders Act. FUNDS, Old 

Clothes, and Firewood Orders (3s. 6d. per 

100 bundles) urgently required. Also offers 
of VOLUNTARY SERVICE, 


LEGACIES EARNESTLY REQUESTED. 


Cheques, crossed ‘‘ Barclays’, a/e Church 
Army,’ to PREBENDARY CARLILE, Hon. 
Chief Secretary, or Mr. W. F. HAMILTON, 
K.C., Hon. Treasurer, Headquarters, 55, 
Bryanston Street, Marble Areh, London, W. 











ST. JOHN’S HOSPITAL 


FOR DISEASES OF THE SKIN (incorporated). 
LEICESTER SQUARE, W.C, 
and UXBRIDGE RAD, W. 


Patroness: HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN. 
Premdent: THE EARL OF CHESTERFIELD 
Treasurer : GUY “GUY PYM, Esq. 
Number of patients atiente weekly, 800. 
Help in Legacies and Donations 
towards the Purchase of Freehold 
would be gratefully acknowledged. 


£7,500 required. 


A Donation of £10 10s. constitutes Life Governorship. 
Recretere-Punerintendent GFO. A ARNATDIN 


INFANT ORPHAN ASYLUM, WANSTEAD. 


Patron - His MAJEestTy THE KING. 
_ The ANNIVERSARY DINNER will be held on Thursday, 
y 26th, at the Whitehall Rooms, Hote! Metropole. 











REEVES & 
LAW BOOKSELLERS / 


A Large Stock of Seco 
Text-books always 


Libraries Valued or 


3, Bream’s Bulidings, Cha 





\ 


Alderman o,. one c& BELL, Bart, 


he Chair, 
This Institution ae I. 4, clothes, and educates the 
3 of persons ouce in good circumstances. They are 
received from all parts of the Empire, and are admitted 
at any age under seven. 
My and Donations to enible the Committee 
to take advantage of a generous offer by a member of a 
of £1,000, if £29,000 more ts collected, are 
JOHN HILL, Treasurer, 
Commr. HARRY C. MARTIN, R.N., 
Offices :-—63, LUDGATE H1LL, E.C, Secy. and Supt. 


| Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


FOUNDED IN THE REIGN OF WILLIAM & Marr, 1689. 
| 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS, 


To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
LEVEE SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners, 
CORPORATION & UNIVERSITY GOWNS, 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 
Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, 


BY Sida? AUTHORITY. 


Evry requisite under the Above Act supplied on the 
shu rtest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use 


SHARE CERTIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and 
printed. OFFICIAL SKEAIS designed and executed. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CoO,., 


Static ners, Printers, Engravers, Registratic n Agents, &o. 
49, FLEST STRELT, LONDON, E.C, (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 


Annval and other Returns Stamped and Fued, 


BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 


SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 














Privately cr under the Inetniates Acts. 
Two Resident Physicians. 
Terms, 2 to 3 Guineas. } mile from Staticn, G.E.R, 
lelephone : P.O. 3, Buntingford. Telegraphic Address: ¢ 
“RESIDENT, BUNTINGFORD.” 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSH, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME tOR LADIES. 


Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A. 
M.D. (Camb). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soe, 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Excellent 
Legal and Medica: References. a paar and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY. or the Princ 

TELEGRAPHIC ADDRESS: WED CAL, LEICESTER." 


Treatment or INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE, 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen _— the Act and privately, 


For Terms, &c., appl iy 
¥. . HUGG, M.RC.S., &., 
Medical Superintendent. 
Telephone : P.O. 16, RICKMANSWORTH. 











SEA ISLAND for INEBRIETY. 
Boating, Billiards, wane. * (rasmus ke, 
ge Guide sent free 

. N. Cuarsrmeton, Osea Inland, Esser. 


BRAND'S 
essence 


BEEF, 


ALSO OF 


CHICKEN, MUTTON, and VEAL, | 
INVALIDS. 


' Price Lists of lavalid Preparations free on 
applica 


tiea to 
4 GCoO., X.7%P., 


wD 
Mayfair Works, Yauxhail, 8.W. 











7 
xcellent 
iculars 


rdent. 





